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VINDICATION 


OF IHE 


ANSWER 


To the 


POPISH Avpress, Oc. 


A Clear Proof of the Certainty and Uſefulneſs of the Proteſtant Rule of Clear Proof, 


Faith, Scripture, after the Help of Miniſterial Guides, finally Interprered 
by each Man's private Senſe. 


a Book wrote by a Proteltant, if the Title and Book 
do agree : But that they are ſo far from, that if 
Truth and Ability had been on the Author's fide, it 
might have been more truly call'd, with reſpe& to 
his Deſign, A clear Ditreof of the Certainty, &c. 

But why ſo much Caution ? Why is not the Addreſs or An- 
ſwer to it, ſo much as named in the Title? We are left to guels ; 
and becauſe every man may in ſuch a caſe uſe his liberty, I could 
upon Peruſal of his Book, gueſs at no reaſon ſooner, than that 
the Prover was not very conhdent' of the. ſufficiency of his De+ 
fence, and might by ſuch a clandeſtine Title, ſecure himſelg 
againſt a further Reply ; unleſs his Adverſary had nothing elſe to 
do than to read all the Pamphlets printed by H. H, ; or ſome un- 


A 2 lucky 


Title ſeemingly belonging to a Proteſtant Book, and P;adication. - 


Clear Proof, 


I indication, 


_ - AVindication of the 
lucky Chance ſhould make the Diſcovery. And to fay the truth, 
the Prover might have ſucceeded in his Deſign, and have triumph- 
&d in the Victory he had thus ſecretly ſiollen, had not a little 
Accident, though ſomewhat late firſt, brought it under his Ad- 
verſary's cye. 

This proof is drawn from the Anſwer to the Addreſs preſented to the 
Minifters of the Church of England. The Author thereof had required 


_ thar clear and plain Texrs of Scripture be offer'd, which interpreted in the 


Proteſtant way, by thoſe who receive ir thus expounded for their whole 
Rule of Faith, ſhould fo prove the two principal Articles of Chriſtian Be- 
lief, the Tranzty and the Hicarnation of Chriſt ; as alſo the Obligation of 
keeping holy the Sunday, and nor Saturday, as one of the Commandments 
ſeems to require; and that ſo convincingly,that a Chriſtsan might ground 
on them his Faith. Interpreted, I ſay, in the Proteſtant-way, withont any 
deciding Church- Authoriry when doubrs ariſe about the ſenſe of the 
Letrer. 


The Prover's Deſign is to expoſe the Proteſtant Rule of Faith, 
and to that end, becauſe he had no better way, is forced to Miſ- 
repreſent it. For thus he faith, Scripture interpreted in the Prote- 
ftant way, is received by them, thus expounded, for their whole Rule of 
Faith, Buthe well knew, or ſhould know, that the Scripture 
is with Proteſtants, a Rwle of Faith as it's the Word of God, and 
their whole Rule of Faith, as it's the only Word of God, and fo 
is as uncapable of taking in any humane Expoſition to be a part 
of that Rule, as it is of any new Revelation. That is, the 
Scripture depends not upon the ſenſe given it by any man, or 
Order of men for its being thus a Rule, Lat upon its own Autho- 
rity. 

Bur he ventures a little further by way of Explication. Serip- 
ewre, faith he, interpreted in the Proteſtant way, without any deciding 
Church- Authority, when doubts ariſe about the Senſe of the Letter. 

But ſuppoſing there are no dowbts about the ſenſe of the Leiter 1 
then it ſcems there is in that caſe no uſe of any ſuch deciding Au- 
thority, and that we may be certain of the ſenſe of the Letter 

without ſuch Authority. If ſo, then it would be known of 
what kind that Certainty is, which may be attained without 
fuch Authority, and whether it be not attained by the uſe of 
Reaſon and Underſtanding ; and fo is at lalt reſolved into what 
he decries, Private Senſe. 


But. 


UMI 


Anſwer to the Popiſh Addreſs. 

But put the cafe as he would have it, and ſuppoſing there be 
a doubt about the ſenſe of the Letter, 1 demand whether we may 
not by the like uſe of our Reaſon, arrive to the ſame ſort of 
certainty in the things we now doubt of, as we have arrived to 
in the things we are ac preſent certain of, without any deciding 
Church- Authority ? As for example : Suppoſe a dowbt ariſeth about 
this deciding Church-Authority it ſelf, how ſhall th: doubt be 
decided ? It we leck to the deceding Chrerch- Authority, that is the 
thing in.qu-.ſtion ; it we repair to the Scripture, the Senſe of 
that is to be declarcd and determined by the deciding Church- 
Authority ; and it we take any othcr meaſurcs for underlianding 
it, we fall into the dangerous and abhorr'd extreme, of final'y 
interpreting it by private Senſe ; So that either the matter is uncapa- 
ble of proof, and niult be taken for grantcd 3 and there is a 
deciding Church- Authority Uecauſe there is fo; or elſe if it be to be 
proved, it mult be by the fame way that other things are proved 
in, and that is by producing the Reaſons for it, and according 
to the _ wade upon it thereby, it's ultimately to be de- 
cided. And then farewel to the deciding Church- Authority, when 
ina mattcr of ſo great Conſequence, and the hr{t Point tobe re- 
ſolved in, it muſt be ſubmitted to each mans private Senſe. 


The Addrefſer holds, ( if he be a Catholick ) That Scripture, rightly Clear Proof 


underſtood, is a Rule of Faith ; That the Goſpel revealed by Chrilt, preach- 
ed by the Apoſtles, and preſerved by the Carholick Church, is ſo much 
our whole Rule of Faith , that W own with Tertulien, we need not be 


curiouſly ſearching ſince Chriſt, nor further inquiſitive ſince the Goſpel was De Preſe. 


preached. No new Revelations, no new Articles, being received as of Ca- 
tholick Faith ; but thoſe Truchs only retained, which the Church propo- 
ſes as delivered to her by the Apoſtles, her whole authority being ever em- 
ployed, as Pope Celeſtine delivers it ro the Council of Ephbeſas, in provi- 

mp that what was lrvered, and preſerved in 4 petri Succeſſion from 
the Apoſtles, be retained ; ſo that nothing is of Faith, but what God re- 
vealed by the Prophets and the Apoſtles, or what evidently follows from it ; 
the Catholick Church ever handing it ro us, and declaring it to be ſo. 


Ep. 7. 


The Goſpel revealed by Chrift, preached by the Apoſtles, and preſerved Vindication. 


by the Catholick Church, is their whole Rule of Faith. No new 
Revelations, no new Articles being received as of Catholick, Faith. What 
ſeemingly more Orthodox, and ſpoken more like a Proteſtant ? 
But our Author for fear of Correttion, tempers it immediately 
with ſome of thcir own Ingredicnts, here and there cautiouſly 
applicd. 


AVindication of the 
applied. As for example z.if we ask, Whether- the Scripture 
be their whole Rue of Faith ? He anſwers, Scripture nightly xnder- 
ſtood, is aRule of Faith 5 the Goſpel revealed by Chrift, and pre- 
ſerved by the Catholick Church, is their whole Rule of Faith. 
Isit asked again, Whether there are no new Revelations, no new Ar- 
ticles received as of Catholick, Faith ? He anſwers, Theſe Truths are 
only received which the Church propoſes as delivered to ber by the Apoſtles. 
The meaning of which Phraſes, the Goſpel rightly underſt and 
preſerved by the Church, and the Truths which the Church propoſes as 
delivered, 1s, that which is thus preſerved, propyſed, delivered, and in- 
_— non zerpreted by the Church, is as much the Rule as the Scripture, and 

PO +6 that without this Tradition and Expoſition of the Church, the 


. SS. & : 
ſccundelirige. Scripture is in Bellarmine's Phraſe, but a partial Rule. 


Clear Proof. Scripture thus interpreted is a Catholick Rule of Faith ; the Addrefſer 
therefore meant nothing leſs than to diminiſh its Divine Authority ; his 
deſign was to preſerve ir, and that,cach mans private ſenſe might nor (a+ 
crilegiouſly pretend to be that Ford of God, which, as St. Perf minds 


us, 4s mot of private Interpretation ; *Tis not againſt the or 
Uſe of Secionte he writ, bur againſt the Proteftanrs bw porpe By 


cant method of ufing ix. I will here make good the. Charge, ( hoping, 
that when he thinks fir, he will much more fully perform jr 5 %y the very 
anſwers given to his Queſtions, which I ſhall ſet down in that Order a 


Senſe in which the Anſwerer conſtrued them. 


Vindication. Here he tells us , *7is not againſt the Authority or uſe of ___ 
the Addreſſer writ, The Divine Agthority of Scripture conlilts in 
its being of Divine Revclation, and the reaſon for which it was 
revealed, is for the uſe, inſtruction, and ſalvation of mankind. 
But if it be inſafficient for attaining that end, and either is wan- 
ting in what is neceſſary, or is writ in a way ſo obſcure and du- 
bious that it's not to be underſtood by thole for whom it was 
written, it's certainly a Revelation unwarthy of God, and a con- 
ſtderable argument againſt its Divine Authority, And theretore 
he that undertakes to prove this, muſt, if he be in carneft, have 
a very mean opinion of that Divine Book, and deligns to bring 
others to the like opinion of it. But this is the apparent deſign 
of the Addreſſer, who argues all along againſt the ſathciency and 
perſpicuity of Scripture, even in thoſe points which our Author 
Owns 70 be the rxpo principal Articles of Chriſtian Belief, the —_y 
and the Incarnation of Chriſt ; clearly giving away the Ca 


.to the Arians and Neftorians , and frankly acknowledging, nay 
ven= 


n Anſwer. te the. .Popifh" Addreſs. 
venturing in his way to prove, that the Texts vſually inſiftcd on 
by the Orthodox in proof of thoſe Articles, are not fufficient for 
it. So that in concluſion,if the Scripture be ſo perplex'd and ob- 
ſcure, fo doubtful and ambiguous , {© uninteVigible and inſuffi- 
cient a Rule, they may as well lay aſide the Scripture, as that 
Father did the obſcure Poet, with an,IF thou art nos 20 be anderſtood, 
tho art not fit to be read, And yet after all this charge inſinuated all 
along in the Addreſs againſt the Scripture, *Tis not yet againſt the 
Awthority or Uſe of it be writ, What then did he write againit ? It 
Was againſt the Proteſtants nnjuſft and inſignzficant method of uſing it ; 
aud that each mans private ſenſe vnght not {qorileginufly pretend to be that 
word of God, which, as St. Peter minds us, is not of private Inter- 
ation. 1 muſt confels if ezch or any mans private ſenſe be pre- 
tended to be the Word of God, it's both UVnjut and Sacrilegions, 
ſince nothing can be the Word of God, but what is by his im- 
mediate Inſpiration. But where are they that ghus pretend ? 
What reaſon is there for this charge * Theſe/are things he takes 
for granted, but infinuates that this is done by the Proteltants, 
who interpret Scripture by their own private fenſe, But why will 
this any more prove that becauſe they interpret Scripture by their 
own ſenſe, they pretend their ſenſe to be the Word of God 3 
than it follows that thoſe that reſolve all into a deciding Charch- 
Amtbority, do therefore pretend that the ſenfe* given by that 
Authority is the Word of God ? For I prefume after alf, that 
they will not dare to ſay ſuch their Interpretations are as much 
the Word of God, as the Wotd is, which they are the'Interpre- 
tations of, However, he intimates, it's Sacrilegions to inter 
pret Scripture by cach mans private ſenſe, when St. Peter minds 
us the Word of God is not of private Interpretation. But ſurely tht 
Apoſtle doth not therein include the wy and underftanding of 
Scripture by private perſons, as if that was ' forbidden, When 
he tells them they did ell to give heed to i, yer. 19. Neither did he 
ſuppoſe they were umcapable of 'undefſtanding/ie, when'he calls 
it a kght,and unto which they were to' give beed till the day dawn, 
Se. Nor farther wilt the Apoſtles Argument admit of any ſuch 
Expoſition, which is thus, Te ought to give 'heed to the Scripture, 

it's not of f=iyate Interpretation , for boly men of God fpake 4s t 

ne Oo erp 
i the- wht ; and though wrote'by 'men, 
Þ' not of huttane' 7 on, for! wis Iſa drndmes; of their 


own 


Seionn, 


Clear Proof. 


De Doftr. Ch. 
L.2. c.9. 


Vindication. 


"4 Vindication of the © " 
own motion, nor an explication of their own mind, but of 
God's. Of this ſee a late Book called, Texts of Seriptare cited by 
Papiſts, &c. Page 35+ 

Prover now falls on in earneſt, and with great reſolution 
faith,he will »mke good the cbarge of the Proteſtants unjult and inſig- 
niticant Interpretation of Scripture,by the very Anſwers given to t 
Addreſſer”'s Bueſtions, and that he will ſet them down in that order 
and ſenſe in which the Anſwerer conftrned them. 1 wiſh he had added 
too, in his own words (as the Anſwerer did by him.) For I tind 
no great reaſon to truſt him either as to order or ſenſe. 


Qu. 1. Whether all things neceſſary to Salvation are contained in 
Scripeure 7 

Anſ. Scripture muſt contain theſe Neceſſaries. 

All Catholics ever owned what St. Auguſtin teaches, That al things 
which concern Faith and Manners of Life are found in thoſe things which 
are | oye contained in Scripture ; So that, as St. Gregory expreſles it, God 
needs ſpeak to uggo more by any new Revelation. For, as the ſame St. Au- 


guftin obſerves in the Queſtion berwixt Him andthe Donatsſts, about true 


ptiſm, which he held abſolutely neceſlary to Salvation, - Tho we have no 
proof in this caſe from holy Scripture, yet we follow the truth of holy Scrip- 
ture even in this caſe, when we do what the Univerſal = Church ap- 
proves of, which Church is commended by the Authority of the very 
Scripture. 


ll true Catholics without doubt ever owned what St. A»- 
ſtin teaches, and that not ſo much becauſe St. Awſtin teaches it, as 
that what he hercin taught, is true. But (to uſe our Authors 
words, pag. 7-). I wonder bow this man was ſo confident as ta name 
St.. Auſtin, and quote this place, after the Anſwerer, and: then to 
declare all Catholicks ever owned what be teaches. Since I have good 
1488 to queſtion, whether our Author be of that number, And 


t; , 

1. Becauſe all true Catholicks ever held the Doctines of the 
Trinity, and the Incarnation of our Bleſſed Saviour, to be things 
which concern Faith, and as ſuch, 0 fleneenaand Seripteere. 


But our Author on the. contrary, faith thele are not- plainly con- 
tained in Scripture z and. then either according; .to St.' 
they ſhould not concern Faith, or our Author is none of th 
Catholicks that own what St. Aultin teaches. 

2. The Church of Rome (which whatever others think, I 
queſtion not but the Prover holds to be Catholick) owns. not 
what St. Auſtin teaches ; for ſhe affirms there is a Word Unwrit- 
ten.as well as. Written, and that this Unwritten Ward woe ne- 

ary 


» 


| Anſwer to the Popiſh Addreſs. 

ceſſary as the Written : Foraſmuch as there are things relating to 
Faith and Manners in the Unwritten Word that are not contain- 
& in the Written. But here our Author has prevented me, for 
he will prove this alfo to be the ſenſe of St. 4uſtin,and both con- 
liſtent ; as thus, All Catbolicks an what St, Auguſtin teaches, that 
all things which concern Faith and Manners are plainly contained in 
Seripture. For as the ſame St. Auguſtin obſerves about true 
Baptiſm, which he beld abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation, that we have no 
proof in this caſe from Scripture 3 Tet, &c. That is, the Scripture 
contains all things neceflary relating to Faith and Manners ; for 
we have no proof from Scripture for a point abſolutely neceſſary 
to Salvation : which is, as if he ſhould py , England is a Country 
that abounds in all things neceſſary to Life ; for it wants Bread 
which is abſolutely neceſſary to it. This is in our Author's phraſe, 
Fag, 5. a ſpecial piece of Logic. 1 will for the honour of St. Auſtin, 
and in charity to our Author, ſuppoſe he turned not to the 
place in that Father, when beſides this impertinence he charges 
upon that Learned Writer, he reads, we have no proof, for we have 
20 example ; and ſpeaks ſo darkly of the caſe it (elf, I will direct 
him to it, it's Contr. Creſcon, 1. 1. c. 32. let him read it at his lei- 
ſuxe, and compare it with Ch. 33. And in the mean timeT (hall 


furniſh him with another ſaying of the ſame Father, Whether @,,... 
concerning Chriſt, or his Church, or any other thing which belongs to Petiliani, 1.3. 
Faith and Life, I will not ſay, If we, who are not to be compared c. 6, 


with him that ſaid, Though We; but if an Angel from heaven ſhall 
teach beſides what ye have received in the Prophetical or Evangelical 
Writings, let bim be accurſed. 


But the caſe in this firſt Queſtion, as ir appears ſtated by the Addreſſer, Clear Proof. 


is, Whether all things neceſſary to Salvation are smmediazely and expreſly 
contain'd in Scripture, or drawn thence by an evident Conſequence ? Our 
Anſwerer proves they are ſo, by the three following Texts ; his Proofs 1 
will ſer in a due form, that their force may lie open to all. 

The firſt Text is raken out of Joh. 20.31. where the Evangeliſt having 
premiſed, (v. 20.) Many other fins alſo did Jeſus in the ſight of bis Diſci- 
ples, which are not written in this Book ; ſays, v. 31. The (which he had 
ſerfdown )are written that you may believe that Jeſus Chriſt 1s the Son of God, 
and that believing you may have Life in his Name. Now what Concluſion 
can be drawn from this Text to our preſent purpoſe, bur one, in one of 
theſe rwo forms ? Firſt thus : The ſigns ſer down by St. Fobn, Ch. 20. are 
ſufficient to make us believe that Jeſus is Chriſt the Son of Ged; but pre- 
ciſely to believe that Feſus is Chriſt = Son of God, 13 all that is neceſſary 

to 


Vindication, 


S ©. 10. /ſ. Re- 
ſpondeo ad pri- 
1/418. 


De Verbo I. 4. 


| A Vindication of the 
to have Life mm his name, or to Salvation; therefore the 20th. Chapter of 
Sz. John contains all things neceſſary to Salvation. Or elſe thus, in the An- 
ſwerer's words: All that 58 4s ſufficient in its kind to beget Faith in us, as 
Faith is to ſave us, contains all things neceſſary to Salvgtion ; But the 20th 
Chapter of St. John's Goſpel, as it appears by ver.31. is as ſufficient to beget 
Faith in us; therefore that 20th Chapter contains all things neceſſary to Sal 
vation. A ſpecial piece of Logic! However his Concluſion eaſes the Mem- 
bers of his Congregation from the Obligation of reading any part of 
Scripture beſides the 20tþ Chapter of Sr. Fobn's Goſpel. 


Our Author from-his love to Logic, and his Skill in it, ander- 
takes to ſet the Anſwerers Proofs in a due form, But by his leave, 1 
thall put in a ſmall Charge or two againſt it, As 

The firit Charge I have againſt what he calls a ſetting the 
Proots in a due form, is, that his Concluſion is falſe in its Bong 
as his Syllogiſm has four Terms in it: For ſaith he, The ſigns ſet 
down by $t. John 20. are ſufficient to make us believe J:ſus Chriſt is the 
Son of God ;, but Preciſely, to believe rg 1-0 is Chriſt the Son of God, 
is all that is neceſſary, &c. For preciſely to believe that- Jeſus 
Chriſt is the Son of God, is to believe that and no more. 
Whereas, by that Phraſe, the Scripture implies the believing the 
whole Goſpel. So Joh. 11. 27. I believe that thou art the Chriſt, 
the Son of God. Acts 8. 37. 1 believe that Jeſus Chriſt is the Son 
of God, 1 John 5. 5. Who is be that overcometh the World , but be 
that believeth that Jeſus is the Son of God ? 

2, He puts his Query too extravagantly. Now what Conclu- 
fron can be drawn from this Text to our preſent purpoſe , but onNe=—— 
therefore the 2cth Chapter of $t. John contains all things neceſſary. 
This is a Concluſion of his own forming, and before he can in- 
fer it, muſt ask two or three things, which he may be ſure will 
never be granted him, 


1. He takes it for granted , that by theſe in St. obn, are to 
be underſtood only the Signs ſet down in that Chapter. 

Whereas (1.) St. Fohn in the former Verſe, ſpeaking of the 
Signs done by Jcſus, ſaith they are not written in this Book,, but 
theſe are written» Where? Not in that Chapter, ( for to fay the 
truth on*t, whatever our Author thinks, St, John did not divide 
his Goſpel into Chapters) but in that Books Aud thus inded Bel- 
larmin underſtands it. 


But 


” 


Anſwer to the Popiſh Addreſs. 


But (2.) The Apoſtle further enlarges this Phraſe, Chap. 21, 
24, 25+ This is the Diſciple which teſtifieth of theſe things, and wrote 
theſe things — And there are alſo many other things which Jeſus did. 
And ſo what is true of the Sizns, is allo true of the other things 
wrote by that Evangelilt. 

(3.) Tho St. John ſpoke this more eſpecially of the things 
writ by himſclf, yet the ſame is applicable to what was wrote 
by the reſt of the Divine Writers: And it might be faid of what 
was written by them, as well as of what was written by him, 
Theſe are written that ye might believes And this was'the uſe made 
of this place of St. Fobn in the Anſwer, viz. to ſhew what was the 
end the Scripture was written for,and the ſufficiency of Scripture 
in order to that end ; and this that Quotation proves; for if any 
part , and much more the whole of Scripture was written that 
they might believe, Surely then they might believe by reading 
what was written. Thus it was argued in the Anſwer, p. 3. The 
Scripture muſt fail of its end, and we of the Salvation therein reveal- 
ed, if that be not as ſufficient in its kind to beget Faith m us, as Faith 
is to ſave us. For faith St. Jobn , Theſe things are written, &C. 
So that inſtead of our Author's Concluſion, I ſhall give him 
two other, which contain the force of what was there faid ; 
they are theſe. The end for which the things are written in 
Scripture, is that we might believe; but the things written 
would fail of the end for which they were written, if they are 
not ſufficient to beget that Faith in us, which they were intend. 
ed to be the means of. Again, If by the bclief of what is con- 
tained in Scripture, we come to be ſaved (as St. Fobn faith) then 
the Scripture mult contain all thoſe things which are neceſſary to 
be believed. But ſaith the Prover, St. Fob faith all this of the 
Signs written in that Chapter: But that I have already prevent- 
cd; or, if I ſhould ſay fo, it's as tolerable, as it is tor Bellarmin 
to affirm, that all the uſeful ends for which Scripture was wrote, 
are to be found in the 2d Epiſtle of ay the ſhorteſt Book 
of Scripture. But however, here is a dreadful Charge at the 


De Vorbso, |. 4. 
C. Io. f}. Ne- 


heels of it. For, faith the Prover, The Concluſion eaſes the Mem- que. 


bers of his Congregation from the Obligation of reading any part of 
Scripture , beſides the 2 0th Chapter of St. Johi's Goſpel. We may 
gueſs to what Church our Author belongs, when he will have 
it an eaſe to the People, to be diſcharged from reading the Scrip- 

B 2 ture. 


Ur ſupra. 


C. 12. /” Re- 
ſpondeo = 


C. 11. /. Sep- 


$110, 


Clear Proof. 


1 Tim. 6. 20. 
2 Tim. 1, 13. 


A Vindication of the 
ture. Tho at the ſame time, I wonder how he came to ſtum- 
ble upon the word Obligation: For how is this to be reconciled 
to the Pratice of that Church, which eaſes the People of the 
whole, and permits them not to read the 20th Chapter of St. 
John, nor any other part of Scripture, tho they are under a Di- 
vine Obligation {o to do? 

But in the Name of Logic and the Univerſity our Author was 
of, how comes this Concluſion on, That if all things neccflary 
to Salvation are contained in the 20th Chapter of St. Fobn , 
That therefore thaPeople are eaſed from the Obligation of reading more ? 
I remember Bellarmin at this place argues much at this rate, It 
St, John's Goſpel contains all things neceſſary, then the reſt of Scripture 
is Superfluos. But the ſame Bellarmin, when preſs'd another 
way, aſflerts, There are many things in Scripture, which of themſelves 
do not pertain to Faith, that is, which are not therefore written, be- 
cauſe they are neceſſary to be believed, And again, There may be 
things ſufficient for Baptiſm,but which ſuffice not abſolmtely for the Church. 
So that it ſeems there are things neceſſary and ſufhcient in one 
reſpe, and not in another; ſome neceffary for Salvation abſo- 
lutely, ſome for Editication. And therefore it follows not, 
that becauſe all things abſolutely neceſſary, are contained in 
ſome part of Scripture, therefore the others are Swperfluous, and 
there is no Obligation to read them. For then it would alſo follow, 
that becauſe all things neceſſary are contained in the New Teſta- 
ment , therefore the Church in our Author's Phraſe, is eaſed 
from the Obligation of reading the old. And becauſe three thou- 
ſand were converted by one Sermon, Atts 2. therefore all be- 
{i1des what was contained in that Sermon, would have been Su- 


perfluous. 


The ſecond Text of Scripture is, 2 Tim. 3. 15, 16 where the Apoſtle 
having thus warned Timothy immediately before, v. 14. Continue in thoſe 
things which thou haſt learnt, and are commutted to thee, knowing of whom 
thou baſt learnt ; by which words he renews the commands he had gi- 
ven him, O Timothy! keep che depoſitum ; bave a form of ſound words, 
which thou haſt beard of me, in Faith; The ſaid Apoſtle minds him that 
in his Infancy he had read the O'!d Teſtamenr , which bears ſufficiently 
witneſs that Chrift was the Meſſias, v. 15, 16. Becauſe from thine infancy 
thou baſt known the boly Scriptures, which can mmſiruft thee (the Prote- 
ftanr Verſion hath, make thee wiſe) to Salvation by the Faith that 1s in 
Chrift Jeſus. All Scripture inſpired of God is profitable to teach, to argue, 
to corretft, to inſtru in Juſtice, that the man of God may be perfeft, in- 
| ſtrufted, 
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ſtrufted to every good work. Hence rhe Miniſter-argues thus; The ſame Apoſtle 
that ſays allScriprure,(5.e.cach part of Scripture);s given byInſpir ation of God, 
ſays that theScriptures are able to make us wiſe to Salvation; But men cannot 
be wiſe to Salvation, without knowing what 15 neceſſary to ſalvation. Here he 
leaves us,bur I will make up theSyllogiſm.Therefere theOldTeftament alone, 
nay every part of Seripture,contams all things neceſſary to ſalvation. Thus you 
ſee the Miniſter refts ſatisfied with the Chapter of Geneſis for his 
whole Rule of Faith. The truth is, that Sr. Paw only teaches there, that 
the Tettamenr, or any part of Scripture, is of good uſe, is profitable to 
inſtruct any one in the concerns of his Salvarion. What's this ro the 
containing of all necefſaries ro Salvation? Bread is of very good uſe to 
preſerve Life, and enables a man to perform all the duties of it; is there- 
fore nothing elſe neceſſary 2 Whar pitiful ſhifts are theſe ? 


Here I muſt take leave to charge our Author with notorious 
Sophiltry, not only from the falſe Conſtruction of his Syllogiſm 
(whether out of Ignorance or Delign I know not)but alſo for the 
falſeneſs of the matter contained in it. The Anſwerer indeed 
undertook to prove the Scripture contains all things neceflary to 
Salvation ; and that we are as ſure of its ſufficiency in that kind, as 
we are of its Divine Authority : foraſmuch as the ſame Apoſtle that ſaid 
all Scripture is of Divine Inſpiration, doth alſo immediately before as 
poſitively affirm that th2 Scriptures are able to make us wiſe unto Sal- 
vation, 2 Tim. 3: 15, 16, This is the whole of what the An- 
ſwerer ſaid upon this-place z and now with.. what Conſcience 
could onr Author charge this following Conſeqnence upon him ? 
Hence the Miniſter argues thus, The ſame Ap'ftle that ſays all Scripture 
( 1. &. each part of — is given by Inſpiration of God, ſays 
that the Scriptures are able to make us wiſe to Salvation; but men can- 
not be wiſe to Salvation, without knowing what is neceſſary to Salvation. 
Is this He that ſaid he would ſer down the Anſwerers Proofs in due 
Form ? Then God deliver us from ſuch Undertakers. Inſhort, 
it's very evident that the Argument in the Anſwer, reduced into 
ane Form, is this ; If the ſame le faith the Scriptures are ableto 
make «s wiſe unto Salvation, that ſaith they are of Divine Inſpiration, 
then we are as certain of #beir Sufficiency as we are of ther Authority ; 
but the ſame Apoſtle ſaith the Scriptures are able to make us wiſe to Sal- 
uation, that ſaith they are of Divine Inſpiration : Therefore we are as 
certain of their Sufficiency as we are of their Authority. This is the 

ent, and this I will abide by ; and if our Author had been 
a fair Diſputant, he would have thewed how cither the Premiſes 


were falſe, or the Concluſion notjuſtly inferred from them _ 
Ly ince 


Vindication. 


Cap. 10. S. 
Quod autem. 


Clear Proof. 


Luc. 1o. 25, 
Luc. 16, 29. 


2M. 4V indication of the 

ſince the place in which his Cauſe was moſt concerned, is ver. 15. 
that the Scriptures are able to make us wiſe unto Salvation ; he (ſhould 
have directed his Anſwer toit ; but he found it too hard for him, 
and ſo ſhuffles it off to the next verſe, All Scripture is given by 
inſpiration of God, and is profitable, 8c. Whereas ſuppoſing that 
all Scripture there, was after his wild way ( whichTI am not at 
preſent concerned to refute ) to be applied to each part of Scrip» 
ture; yet whatis that to ver.15, where it's ſaid 7& i964 ypduuare, 
the boly Scriptmres, the ſame which Timothy had known from a child, 
are able to make wiſe unto Salvation? But though for fear of being 
engaged farther, hedurſtnot undertake it ; yet he inlinuates in 
an interence of his own, that it was the old Teſtatnent only that 
Timothy had read. 

But 1. How doth it appear that he read not alſo the Books 
of the New that were then extant, of which there were many ? 
For Bellarmin in his Anſwer to this, only ſays, When this Epiſtle 
was writ, the Apocalypſe was not then extant, nor the Goſpel of Joha, 
and perhaps ſome other Book was wanting, of the Body of the Scrip- 
ture. Thereby yielding, the reſt were then Written and Publiſhed. 

2, If the Old Teſtament was able to make them that then 
read it wiſe wnto Salvation ; then ſurely both Old and New is as 
ſufficient now, as the Old alone was then. Our Author may re- 
member where this was urged upon him, but he prudently pals'd 
over that Paragraph in ſilence, 

I ſhall (till therefore conclude, that the Scripture is not only 
profitable, but neceſſary; and not only neceſſary, but ſufficient to 
anſwer that end for which it was revealed and written 3 and 
that is, that we might believe, and be wiſe unto Salvation. 


His third Proof is this, Chrift ſent the young man who pur that Que- 
ſion ro him, er, what ſhall I do to inherit eternal Life ? to the Com- 
mandments, thou knoweſt the Commandments ; and again declared that 
Moſes and the Prophets were ſufficient to diſpoſe a finner to repent. Be- 
hold another Logical Inference of great credir ro the Univerſity this An- 
ſwerer was brought up in ! By reading Moſes and the Prophets I am mo- 
ved torepent from my ſins ; and if I will know what I muſt do to inherit 
eternal Life, I muſt know the Commandments ; therefore all things neceſſa- 
ry to ſalvation are contained in Scripture. I may with Juſtice return to 
this man more than what he ungrounded!y ſays to the Addrefler, p. 1. that 


be takes up with ſuch « ſort of Arguments, which, tho not uſeful to makes 


' any of bis Religzon, may very well maks others of none. If ſuch uſe only 


£ould be made of Scripture, :it would be of no uſe at all to our Salvation ; 
no 
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no ſenſeleſs Herefie hath appeared this 1600 years, which was not backt 
by more ſeeming Proofs from Scripture than theſe. 


Here our Author again prevaricates- The words in the Anſwer Vindication. 


are theſe, From which Conſideration ( that all things neceſſary are 
in Scripture I 7t was, that all dowbts relating to Salvation were herc- 
by to be reſolved, which could not be, were not all things neceſſary to Sal- 
vation contained in it, In which there are theſe Two plain Propo- 
ſitions, 1, Thatalldoubts relating to Salvation might and were 
to be reſolved by Scripture, 2, That they could not be reſolved 
by Scripture, unleſs all things neceſſary to Salvation were con- 
tained 11 it. Thefiritof theſe, which is the chief thing to be 
proved, the Anſwerer ſhewed from Lake 10. 25, 26, and Mark 10. 
17,19. Luke 16.29. In the firſt of theſe places, our Saviour upon 
the Queſtion put to him. Maſter,JVhat ſhall I do to inherit eternal life ? 


—_— What is written in the Law ? how readeft thou ? And he 
an 


wcring, faid, Thox ſhalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, &c. 
To which our Saviour replies, v. 28. Thox haſt anſwered right, this 
do, and thou fhalt live. 

What faith the Prover to this ? His Anſwer from Bays, Þ. 7. 
might well be returned, wereit ſeemly in fo ſerious an Argument 
as weare upon, He is indeed filcnt, and ( in his words elſe- 
where ) one may gueſs at the reaſon withont caſting a Figure. The 
ſame Queſtion 1s again put to our Saviour, Mark 10. 17, and our 
Saviour anſwers, ». 19. Thou knoweſt the commandments, &&c. im- 
plying, That in the Law, ct which the Decalogue was a part, 
there was the way preſcribed, by which Eternal Life was to be 
obtained. 

The Third place in the Anſwer is, Lake 16.29. where the 
Rich man in Hell intreating that Lazarxs might be ſent to his 
Five brethren, left they come into that place of torment; he was anſwer- 
ed, They have Moſes and the Prophets, let them hear them. And when 
he ſuppoſed that was not ſuthcient, but if ove went from the dead, 
they would repent 5; Abraham anſwers again, If they bear not Moſes 
and the Prophets, neither will they be S—_—_ &c. In which there 
are theſe things: Firſt it's ſuppoled, That if they did repent, 
they would not come into that place of Torment. 2. That if 
they hearkned to Moſes and the Prophers, they would repent. 
3+ That whatever was neceſſary to their Repentance, they might 
tind, and was contained in my the Prophets, What _ 

- 
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Mat. 7+ 15. 
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the Prover tothis? Why, inſtead of an Anſwer, he will be at his 
Logic , and putting the Anſwerer's Proof in a due Form, which he 
uſhers in with great Triumph, Behold another Logical Inference,of great 
Credit to the Ununiverſity this Anſwerer was brought up in! Well, what 
is this Logical Inference? It's this, By reading Moſes and the Prophets, 
I am moved to repent of my ſins ; and if I will know what I muſt do to 
inherit Eternal Life, I muſt know the Commandments ; therefore all things 
neceſſary to Salvation, are contained in Scripture, It our Prover's Sin- 
cerity be no better than his Logic , he is no more a Credit to 
his Religion, than he is to his Univerſity, it ever he was of one. 
Here's a defe& in both, but which prevails is not eafie to deter- 
mine. *I can relieve him by no other way, but by ſuppoſing the 
Argument in the Anſwer gave him a Shock, and his Brain was 
out of order before his Inference. But without expoſing his weaky 
neſs further, I will ſet him right, and leave him to his Cell for the 
reſt, The Anſwerer's Argument is this, when ſet in dwe form, If all 
queſtions and doubts relating to Salvation are to be reſolved by Scripture, 
then all things neceſſary to Salvation are contained in Scripture; but all 
queſtions and doubts relating ta Salvation are to be reſolved by Scri 

(as appears from the Texts quoted above) therefore, &c. 1 (hall here 
return him my words again, becauſe in repeating he has perver- 
ted them, He takes up with ſuch a ſort of Arguments, which how 
uſeful ſoever they may prove | I will recall it, and ſay with him tho 
not uſeful | to make ſome men of their Religjon, have a plainer tendency 
#0 (not as he corrupts them, may very well.) make others of none. 


Q.2. Whether all things neceſſary to Salvation are clearly contajned in 
Serspture ? 

Anſ. From Scripture, not a word. 

However he condefcends to deliver His ſenſe,and that of his Church, on 
this Qneſtion ; Ir is, That all perſons cannot smmediately learn all the 
neceflaries ro Salvation by meer reading of Scriprure 3 that inany other 
helps are neceſſary, to wit, attention, conſider ation,to be cleared from pre- 
Judices and preps e/ſions,from pride,love of the world,intereſt obſtinacy par- 
tiality, ſloth ; and beſides all rhis, rhe a rt Guides, and a 
dependency from God for the Wiſdom he harh promiſed, (ſuch promiſes I 
find made ro the Church,bur not any to particulars that ſhall refuſe ro be 
abfolurely guided by the Charch ;) So #bar Scripture i: plain in this ſenſe 
only, that by theſe means it may be qpratented. Now by Guides he means 
—_ ones, ſuch as Chriſt bid us beware of, and conſequently rill a Pro- 

hath a reaſonable conviction that his Church-Teachers, tho' di- 
vided from the Catholic Church,and condemaed by General Councils, tho* 
Aberrors of a Religion of not 150 years ſetrlement, tho not in Communi- 
on 


Anſwer to the' Popiſh Addreſs. 
vn with one Biſhop in the whole World our of His Majeſty's Dominions, yer 
fill are erue Guides ; and rill he be morally fure that he warits nor him- 
ſelf any one of che ten other diſpohrions requird, is ro perſuade himſelf 
that he may very well be one of thoſe who wreſt rhe Scriprure co their 
perditzon, and conſequently hath no good ground for any one ACt of Faith. 
[his will create bur ſmall comfort ro any Proteſtant. Leſs yer will he find 
in Sr, Cyral's Sentence, The things tbat are eaſie, are yet to Heretics hard to 
underſtand ; eſpecially if all rhoſe be Hererice, according ro St. Auguſtin, 
who when the Dofirine of Catholic Fairh 38 declared to them, chuſe to op- 
poſe it, and rather embrace what 18 their,own ſenſe ; if the Catholic Fairh 
3 


according to the ſame Dr, a Communion with the whole world, ſo-thar, & ? con.Gaud 
according as his Scholar St. Proſper defines it, a Chriſtian when in Com+ 11 Dim. H. 


munion with this General Church,is a Catholic ; when ſeparated from her, 
an Heretick, I wonder how this man was ſo confident as to name that 
word Heretic ; which his Brethren are uſually az much afraid ro mention, 
a$ a muttherer to come up to the murder'd Corps, leſt by its bleeding he 
be berray'd. | 


He faith that as to this ſecond Queſtion, there is from Scripture Sradicarion. 


not a word in the Anſwer. And what needed it, when the [ame 
Texts that were brought to prove the Scripture contains all 
things neceſſary, do prove that it plainly contains them? As for 
inſtance, Job. 20.31. Theſe are written that ye might belicve, and 
that belizving ye might have life. Where the' cnd for 'which they 
were written, which was that they might believe z and the per- 
ſons for whom they were written, for all Chriſtians ; ſuthciencly 
prove, that they were for the manner fo exprett, as well as from 
the mztter ſo evident, that they might believe. 

So again, 2 Tim. 3. 15+ The Scriptures are able to makg thee wiſe 
wnto Salvation. If they were the Scriptures that Timotby knew from 
a child, and were able to make him wiſe »nto Salvation, ſurely 
they were plain in thole things. 

So again, Luk, 10 25. What is written in the Law ?, How rea- 
deft thou? mult needs imply the Law: was plain to be read. ang, 
underſtood, So Lak, 16, 29. They, bave; Moſes and the Propbets, But" 
to what purpole, if Maſes and the Prophets were nat to he un- 
deritood by them ? | 

But, 2. What proof would he have of this? Can he have any 
plainer proof, than from. the chings contained therein ? Tolle lege, 

| ew there is a God, and God alone .is to be worſhipped. 
Tris Soubis hontprtal. That thee a a flue Hate, ard chae. 
4 ſtate of rewards and puniſhments. That man is fallen. Thar, 
Chritt redeemed him. That Chriſt is the Son of God. bw he 
CG . became 
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became man, That he was Crucified, and died a Sacrifice for 
us. That he roſe from the dead, aſcended into Heaven, is there 
our Mediator, &c. of which and the like, we may ay as 7ujtin 
Martyr did to Trypho the Few, Attend to what T ſhall rehearſe out of 
the holy Scriptures, proofs which need not to be explained, but only to be 
beard. 

But he goes on, However the Anſwerer delivers bis ſenſe on his 
Prcſtion : It is, That all perſons cannot immediately learn all neceſſaries 
by meer reading of Scripture; that many other helps are neceſſary, to wit, 
attention, conſideration. ' And can' he fay any thing to the contrary ? 
Some things are fo plain, as that with the meer reading of them, they 
are immediately underſtood ; Others require attention and confi- 
deration,and yet be plain,though not equally as plain as the for- 
mer. The Anſwerer further proceeded to ſhew the mind ought 
tO be clear'd from prejudices. And doth this detract any thing from 
the perſpicuity of Scriptures? For the Propoſitions may be plain, 
but'yet be obſcure to him that is under prepoſſethons, as was 
ſhewed at large in the Anſwer. All which were there ſum'd 
up thus, If men come with an honeſt heart, and uſe a competent dili- 
gence, with a dependence upon God's aſſiftance for the wiſdom be hath 
promiſed, TI know nothing neceſſary to Salvation but what is plainly 
tanght m Scripture, and muy be learn'd from it. What hath the 
Prover to ſay to this ? Sch promiſes [ of obtaining wiſdom from 
God ] I find made to the Church, but not to*any particular that ſhall 
refuſe to be abſolutely guided by the Church. But is not this promiſe 
made to particulars without any mention of the Charch; that he 
is to learn it from ? What thinks he of the place the Anſwerer 
had his eye upon ? Fam. 1. 5. If ary of you lack, wiſdom, let bim 
&k of God, and it ſhall be grven bim. What of Job. 7. 17. If any. 
man will do bis will, be ſhall know of the Doftrine, whether it be of 
God ? Now it ſhould have been,according to our Author's pro- 
jeRion, If any man lack wiſdom;, or would know. whether the 
DoRtine be of God, 'let him go.to the infalljble Church, to the 
Vicar of Chriſt, or a Council calted by him,"ovr to the Guides 
of that Church. For wnleſs the Scripture be explain'd by ſome one that 
cannot err jt cannot be underftood ; and ye will dangeroully err by read- 


De Verbo 1.4. ing it.asBellarmin argues. And yet whether there be ſucha Church, 
e411. ſeptimo. or whether the Church pretending to it, be'not a fallible,. and 


what is worſe, a deceiving Church'; or whether"the Guides be 
not falſe ones 3 a man cannot be fo much as morally ſure, m_ 
# 4 


- 
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he conſult and underſtand the Scripture 3 and- when all is done 
(according to this Author's way of arguing) he may very well b: 
one of thoſe who wreſt the Scripture to bis opn perdition, and conſequent- 
ly bath no good ground for any one ati of Faith ;, or can be certain 
that there is a Church, or this or that is the true Church, &c. 
This Paragraph of his is a kind of Fargon. But it affords occali- 
on to put it to him, Who are the f.lſe Teachers, thoſe that with 
the Phariſees ſet up Tradition to an. equal Authority with Scrip- 
ture z or thoſe that maintain Scripture alone to' be of Nivine 
Authority ? Thoſe that make Scripenre to 'depend upon the 
Church z or thoſe that make the Church to depend upon Scrip- 
ture? Thoſe that teach we are abſolutely to ſubmit to the Church 
and the Guides of it ; or thoſe that with the Apoſtle direct us to 
follow them only as they follow Chrilt, 1 Cor. 11.1? Thoſe 
that ſay men err by reading the Scriptures, and '{o take away 
from them that Key of Knowledg;- or thoſe: that with our Sa-' 
viour teach them they err for not knowing them, Mat. 22. 29?! 
Thoſe that diſcourage men from reading the Scriptures, be- 
cauſe of their pretended obſcurity; + or thoſe that with 

our Saviour require. that. they featch'-them , and thar becauſe 

they are ( as the P/almiſt faith ) a light to their paths? 
Thoſe that, with the Fathers, hold the DoQtrines of the Trini- 

ty and Incarnation, may be clearly proved from Scripture ; or 

thoſe that make them to depend upon Church Authority? Thoſe 

that derive theirs down for a thouſand years after Chritt, with- 

out any proof from Scripture and precedent Antiquity ; or thoſe 

that Reformed their Church 1500 years after Chriſt, but can 

deduce the Genealogy of their Dodrines from Scripture and 

Genuine Antiquity for 4, 5, and 600 years after ? 

T ask him again, Who are the Heyeticks (in the ſenſe he gives 
us) thoſe that with the Donatifts in St. Auſtin's time confine the 
Church to. their own party ; or thoſe that with-thie Apoſtle, com- ' 
prehend in it all that. in every" place call \upm' the 'name of Jeſus 
Chrift our Lord: both theirs and ours, 1 Cor. 1:2 7 Thoſe that ex- 
clude the whole world if not of their corrupt Communion'z or 
thoſe that, according to his Quotation from St. Auſtin, mairitain 
a communion with the wbole world ? Methinks, after all he might, 
to return his own» words, be as much aftzid to mention that wird 
Heretic , as a Murtherer to come up to the muertber'd Corps, conſider- 


ing what havoc and devaſtation they have made amongſt thoſe 
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they have call'd by that name. I ſhall give him Quotation for 

notation from St. Arſtin, and ſo conclude this Queſtion : It 
ſuffices us, that we bold that Church which is demonſtrated by muſt ma- 
nifelt Teſtimonies of the boly and Canonical Scriftures And again, 
Shew that 'there is fume clear and manif:ft teſtimony given from Holy 
Canonical Scriptures to this thy Communion. and I do confeſs we are 
to go over to thee, 


Q. 3. What are the neceſſaries to Salvation ? 

Here plain and fall Scriprure will be of great uſe; we may expect ſhoals 
of Texts : What anſwer. from Scripture is given to rhis Queſtion, think 
you? .E'en the ſame as honeſt Bays returns to a hard one in the Rehearſal, 
TGad I won't tell you. No, he gives not one word of anſwer to.ir, tho ir 
be ſo material. Any one may gueſs at the reaſon, without caſting a fi- 


gure. 


With what'Confidence can the Praver thus impoſe upon the 
Reader? Was there not one word of Anſwer returned to rhis Que- 
ſtion? Ot-that let the Anſwer ſpeak 3 * Where it*s thus put, ' Q. 3» 
What are theſe Neceſſaries to Salvation * The Anſner begins thus. 
Our Author offers three Inſtances 'of ſuch Neceſſaries. as are not clearly 
repealed in; Scripture , viz. the Trinity , the Incarnation of our $aviotr, 
and the Obſervation of the Lords Day. And of theſe, the Anſwerer 
Difcqurſes for near eight Pages together, to ſhew that the 4- 
dreſſer had to little purpoſe objeed againſt them. So that if the 
Trinity, and Incarnation, and the Lord's day, are neceſſaries, and 
for that reaſon were fingled out as Inſtances of the Scriptures 
inſuthciency and obſcurity by the Addreſſer , and on the contrary 
were defended by the Anſwerer ; then' ſurely, the 34 Queſiion - 
no more wants an Anſwer , than the Prover wants Contidence 
that denies it. He writes indeed, as if the Queltion was barely 
propoſed in the Anſwer, and he has uſcd ſome art to conhrm it, 
when he has made as many Quettions as there arcInftances, tz, 
of the Trinity, - Incarnation, and the Lord's day : So that Que- 
ſtion' the 4th, in' the Anſwer,vis; Queſtion the 7th- in the Proof; 
And this he does, - that the Reader, if he has not the Anſwer be- 
fore him, may not be aware of his Falfihcation, nor ſuſpe& that 
a man that firlt of all writes for the Publick, and then engaged 
to. ſet down the Wreſtions in the order of the Anſwerer, could be fo 
falſe to both, as to affirm, there is not one word of Anſwer. 


# Q. 4- 


2 . 
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Anſwer' to the Popiſh.. Addreſs. 


- Q 4 'Tit in its whole extent this; By what Text of Scripture are we 
plamly taught that God is One in Subſtance, Three in Perſon? For as 
Joh. 1o 50. Chriſt ſays, I and my Father are One; /5 17. 21. be prays, 
Thar all Be'ievers may be One, as he and his Father are one; This ſecond 
place may ſeem to expound the firſt, and then Chrijt and bis Father will be 
One only morally, as all the Believers be One. Or elſe, what Texts declares 
the Three Perſons to be One by identity of ſubſtance ! | 
Anſ. Not one Texr of Scripture ro give us the dubious Senſe of the 
rwo in Queſtion ! And yer theſe men prerend ro clear Scripture for each 
Fundamenral Point! The Anſwerer ſupplies this want of Scripture with 
two Reaſons. The fic(t is this, Of che Three that bear. record in Heaven, 
"tis ſaid they are One; but of the Three that. bear witneſs on Earth, they 
agree in one. (I will admwir this Engliſh Tranſlation, tho Apocryphal.) Bur 
whar then? But if in both were meant only a moral Union, it would have 
been as well ſaid of the Three that bear record in Heaven, they agree in 
One; therefore they bave more than a moral Union. Is not this ſpecial 
Logic? Would not this way of arguing , prove equally that rhe Believers 
are one with more than a moral Union, becauſe orherwiſe. ir might as wgll 
hare been ſaid, Job. 17. May they agree in one. The Queſtion js, Whether 
this ſecond clear Text concerning the Three that bear Wirneſs on Earth, 
and which we know to be only morally One , doth not expound what 
that Uniry is , that is found in the-Three which bear record in Heaven ? 
We ask a proof out of Scripture to decide this doubr; bur our Anſwerer 
hath none to give ns, or is grown Churliſth, and will nor allow us any. 
Hath;he, any ro exponnd the other Text? No, not any; bur he offers ar 
ſome Infinuation fram Scripture, and 'ris this : ben Chrift ſaid, I and 
my Farher are One, the Jews cook up ſtones to ſtone him for blaſphemy, be- 
cauſe that thou being a Man ( ſaid they ) makeſt thy ſelf God: The Jews 
then underſtood. him to have ſpoken of a Natural Unon, therefore be did 
ſo, Well, I will ler my good nature work upon me once, and for quiets 
ſake I will ler this Diſcourſe paſs as allowable; But in return of Curteſy 
I hope each ſober Proteſtant will own this following Argumient to be of 
at leaft as good Alloy; Woen Chriſt ſaid, Joh. 6: Unleſs you ear the Fleſh 
of 'the Son of Man, you have no Life in you; The Jews, who ſaid; him can 
this man give us bis Fleſh to eat ? and his Diſciples, who walked no more 
mith brm, underſtood that he ſpake of bis natural Body which they ſhould 
corporally eat ; therefore Chriſt did realy mean they ſhould corporally feed 
on bys natural Fleſh. This Popith Conclufion is in the fame Form. 


This is the firſt Inſtance of Scripture's obſcurity in matters ne- 
ceſſary, offered by the Addreſſer: And here the Anſwerer (hewed 
in general, how frivolous and abſurd the way of arguing uſed 
an this mattcr, by that Author, was; (to which we have not a 
word of Reply.) and then. particularly, that the two Scriptures, 
viz 1 John 5- 7. and Fobn 10. 30. uſually infiltted on amongſt 


others in proot of the Doctrine of the Trinity, remain in _ 
ull 
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full force, notwithſtanding what the Addreſſer had obje ed 
againſt them. But to this the Prover now Replics ,. There is not 
one Text of Scripture to give us the dubious Senſe of the two in © weſtt- 
on. What means he? Would he have Texts to prove the Fa- 
ther, the Word and Holy Ghoſt , to be three Divine Perſons? 
That was not the Anſwerer's part to prove; or if it was, he 
might ſend bim to his Friend Bellarmin, who in Proof of the Dei- 
ty of our Saviour, has colleted about 100 Texts of the Old and 
New Teſtament. Would he have ſome Chapter and Verſe, 
where are theſe or the like Words, The word One, in the firſt Epi- 
Rle of St. John; Item, in St. John's Goſpel, ſignifies a ftrift Identity, 
yes by all means, for ſaith the Addreſſer, This onght to be, if all 
neceſſaries to Salvation are contained in Scripture. 

I thought our Author might by this time have been ſenſible of 
this weakneſs; certainly this Gentleman's Condition calls for 
ſome Commiſeration ; and he would do well to adviſe upon it, 
whether the Scripture was originally divided into Chapter and 
Verſe; and whether Hago, Cardinalis, and Robert Stephens, were 
not very Ignorant, or unadviſcd to Labour in this Work anew, 
if fo it had been. | 

But is there no other way to give the Senſe of theſe Text? Sup- 
poſe we conlider the Words and Phraſes, the Context and Scope. 
of the Places in queſtion , and compare them with others, and 
from all. draw ſome good and ſubſtantial Reaſons 3 will not that 
be as proper, and as much to the purpoſe, as if we had Chapter 
and Verſe in. his way? And this was the way taken by the An» 
ſwerer. As for Example, in 1 Jobs 5. 7+. +, | 

I. It was. there obſerved, that it's as plainly ſaid the Father, 
the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt, arc One, as that they are Three. 

2. That the Union betwixt theſe Three, was not a mere mo- 
ral Union, or a Union only of Will and Couſent ; for the Apo- 
file makes a plain difference betwixt the Three that bear Record in Hea- 
ven, and the Three that bear Witneſs in Earth: For of the Three 
io Heaven, it's faid, they are One; but of the Three in Earth, 
they agree in one, Of this the Prover faith , I will admit this Eng- 
liſh Tranſlation [| agree in one | tho 4 al. Why an Engliſh 
Tranſlation? or why phal ? Unlets it be that it's nor Verba- 
tim , according to what they call the” Autbentich Vulgar Tranfla- 
tion. For otherwiſe their own Clarixes and Bellarmin, &c. do thus 
tranſkate it, Conveniunt in nznm, & conſpirant in nnum. Put admit 
this, 


Anſwer to the - Popiſh' Addreſs. 
this, faith he, What then ? Then the Anſwerer thus proceeded in 
his Argument , Now if it had been a mere moral Union that was be- 
treixt the Father, the Word, and the Hvly Ghoſt (who are the Three in 
Heaven )it would have been as well ſaid of them as of the Spirit tbe: Wa- 
ter and the Blood (which are the Three in Earth, that they agree in one. 
Here the Prover cxults. Ir not this ſpecial Logic? Would not this 
way of arguing prove equally, that the Believers are one, with more than 
a moral Union ; becauſe, otherwiſe it might as well have been ſaid .Joh. 
17. May they agree in one ? 

As for the Logic, it is Bellarmin's as well as the Anſwerer's, 
who from the ditterent Phraſes is and is iv, thus argues, hence 
you may plainly ſee, that the Spirit, Water, and Blood, are not One, ( as 
the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt ) but only do agree in 
one Teſtimony. And as for the Interence the Prover makes, Would 
not this way of Arguing prove, &c. I anſwer, the Caſe is not alike. 
For, 

1. The Force of the Argument doth not lie merely upon the 
difference of Phraſe ( for both Bellarmin and the Anſwerer knew 
how One is ſometimes applied to a Moral Union, as Fobn 17. ) 
but upon its being uſed in this place by way of dittin&tion be- 
twixtthings of a different nature ; for proot of which it's to be 
obſerved, that the Apoſtle deligning to ſhew the validicy of the 
Teſtimony given to the Son of » Ve 5. which was twofold ; 
he further amplitics this, and diſtintly ſpeaks to each of them, 
ver. 7. and tho both do give Teſtimony to the ſame Truth, yet 
one in an higher, and the other in a lower degree. As, 

(1.) There are Three that bear Record in Heaven, and Three 
in Earth. 

\ (2.) The Three in Heaven are One, and the Three in Earth 
agree in One, By which way of arguing, and the dittinCtion 
ſerved betwixt them, the. Apolile ſhows, That the Thaee 
that bear. Recgrd in Heaven, are not more different+ in their Na- 
ture and Place from the Three in Earth; than ini their 4lniom: 
That they are both alike Three, and both alike in their Teftimo- 
ny , but that the one-are in Heaven, the other in Earth : The 
Thice in Heaven are One, but the Thice in Earth agree in One : 
So ache Thzce in. Earth are no more Qne, as the Three in 
raven, than the Three that bear Record in Earth, are the Three 
that bear Record in Heaven, * 
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2. In confirmation of this, it's obſervable, that one of theſe 
Phraſes is more fit to expreſs a Natural than a Moral Union; 
that is, they are One, doth more aptly expreſs it, than they agree in 
One : And therefore whereas they are One, may ſometimes 
fignitie a Moral Union, and may then be interpreted by, they 
apree in One; yet agree in One cannot be interpreted by , they 
are One. 

3. From hence we have an anſwer to that Queſtion of his, 
Whether this ſecond clear Text concerning the Three that bear witneſs on 
Earth, and which we know to be only' Mrally One, dath not exponnd 
what that Unity 'is that is found in the Three which bear Record in 
Heaven : © 

I anſwer, No ; for tho One ſometimes (ignities a Moral. Union, 
yet here, if ſo underſtood, it would quite deltroy that diltin&tion 
betwixt the one Three, and the other, and the Preference thar 
the one Three had above the other Three in their Union, 

4. By this we are prepared alſo to anſwer to his other Argus» 
ment, when he faith, that when our Saviour prays, John 17. 21. 
that all bclievers may be one, as be and bis Father are one, may ſeem t0 
expound, John 10. 58. 1 and my Father are one: and then Chriſt and 
bis Father will be one only Morally, as all th: Believers are one, Ii an- 
{wer to which; 

1, It's granted that the Father and the Son may be aid to be 
one in a Moral Senſc, as one in conſent. But, 

2, It doth not follow, that becauſe the Father and Son are thus 
One, that therefore they are no otherwiſe One ;- and that all 
Believers are as much One, as the Father and Son are Oac. 

3. It's evident from what is {poke by way of Explication in 
that place, that it's otherwiſe z tor when ver. 22. Chriſt prays, 
that they may be one as we are one, it's added ver. 2 3. Tyz Sos Teraau- 
wpdyos ei by, ( the fame Phraſe as 1 Jobn 5.8. ) that they may be 
made perfett in: 'one'z/ implying that the Unity betwixt Believers, 
js of another nature than the Unity betwixt the Father and the 
Son. : 

4. The Union of Believers in Fobn 17. cannot be applied to 
the Union betwixt the Father and the Son, in Jobn 10. 50. be- 
cauſe this latter is a Union of Eſſence, as well as Will : And for 
confirmation of this, the Anſwerer offered an Argument from the 
Text it ſelf ; to take off the force of which, the Prover in -re- 
peating it, leaves out a nin branch of it ; for thus he frames it 
for 
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for the Anſwerer 3 When Chriſt ſaid, I and my Father are one, the, 


Few's took up (tones to ſtone him for blaſphemy, becauſe that thou being a 
man ( ſaid they ) makelt thy ſelf God 3 The Jews then nnderſtocd him 
to bave ſpoken of a Natural Union, ' therefore be did fo.” But the Infc- 
rence in the Anſwer was this, It follows that neither did our Saviour 
ſpeak, nor the Jews underſtand him to have ſpoken of a Moral, bat a 
Natural Union. The fitft and the main Branch was, That our Savi- 
our himſelf ſpoke of -a Natural Union the next was, That the 
Fews underſtood him alſo to have {poken of it : And for the 
hrſi, I referred him to the Book, called, The Dofrine of the Trinity 
and Tranſibſtantiation compared ; but-it wants an Anſwer, and fo he 
cautiouſly takes no notice of” it, But becaule he is herein fo re- 
ſerved, let me recommend him' to his Friend Bell/armin, who con- 


cludes this Argument with, Conltat cos rect intellexiſle, 7's eri- De Chriſto Lt. 
dent, the Jews rightly underſtood our Saviowr. But it (cems this Ad- c.6. f. Secun- 
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vice comes too late; for faith he, I will let my good nature ( I wiſh * probe. 


he could fay ſincerity ) work upon me for once 3 and for quiets ſake, I 
will let this diſcourſe paſs as allowable. Whence is it that all o'tI 
ſudden heis in ſo good a humour, and fo forward in his allow- 
ances ? The good man could not contain himſelf longer; for from 
a ſmall advantage he eſpied ( and which is ſomewhat rare with 
them now-a-days, and therefore not to be let ſlip ) he will yield, 
tho the thing he yields be never fo impertinent and abſurd, 
Let this paſs ; What then? In return of Courteſie, faith he, Thope 
each ſober Protiftant will own this following Argument to be at leaſt of as 
good alloy : When Chriſt ſaid, John 6: Unleſs you eat the Fleſh, 8&c. 
the Fews, &c. underſtood that he ſpaks of his Natural Body, therefore 
Chrift did really'mean they ſhould corporally feed on bis Natural Fleſh. 
But ſurely ſober Proteſtants arc for Reaſon, Pertinence, and Sin- 
cerity 3 but however, his Argument ſhallbe allowable, if he can 
make it as evident the Fews did not miſtake when they underſtood 
Chriſt ſpake of. bis Natural Fleſh, and-a al feeding on it : as it 
may -be made appear,they did not miſtake him, when they thonght 
by his calling himſelf the Son of God, that he meant he was e{- 
ſentially of the fame Nature, and one with God. 


Q_ 5. I: the myſtery of the Incarnation of Chrift clearly +xpreſt in C141; Prooe 


ripeure ? Or can it be clearly made out by Scripture, - that rlioſe words, 
Jo r. The Word was made Fleſk, own'd by all Chriſtians to be rrue, are ta 
be underſtood in ſuch ſenſe, that Both Natures were in one Perſon, ſo that 
whar is ſaid of the Man Chrift Jefus, be truly faid of the Son of God ; ho 

D example, 
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example, that the B. Virgin was mother of God; and not as the Neſtors.eus 
underftood chaos phe tm) mk ho me Fen tony made of the 
Seed of - Devid ; and that the Eternal Word, trye God, was indeed in 
him, but not by a ſtrict Perſonal Union ? 

Anſ. Not one word from Scripture. What indeed all the Neftorcans 
ſuppoſed, he proves ; bur as to the Unity of One Perſon uniting theſe rwo 
Natures, not one word. This man ( any one may ſec) is of thoſe who 
ee ne Whnts 
will gr i regation t rle WCD 4 rhe lic 
Church, thats, a Member heres from the One Body of Chrift. 


Vindication. The Prover faith, What all the Neſtorians ſuppoſed he proves, but 
as to the Unity of one Perſon, 8%c. not one word. Put caſe the Anſwerer 
had proved no more than what our Author now faith Neftorizes 

ſuppoſed, if he proved what was ſufficient to confute what the 

Addrefſer ſuppoſed for Neftormer 3 and then the Anſwerer could, 

as far as the Addrefſſer then knew, be no Neftoriay. Let us then 

ſce how the Addrefſer repreſented this Hereſie. Neftorizs, ſaith he, 
and others denied that word ( is made Fleſh ) to fignifie a firift In- 

carnation. But what then did he and others hold ? but either a 

Moral Union, or a meer m__—_ — of a man. He tells us not 

whether both of theſe, or which of theſe was the opinion of Ne- 

Rorins 3 but I hall not take this advantage, but ſuppoſe he meant 

the firſt,'a More! Union: And what is that? He tells us ( p. 3.and 

as quoted in the Anſwer, p. 20. )that ir, bewas a Man who bad the 

Autbority of God as bis Plenipotentiary. Where firſt, his account of 

a Moral Union is very extravagant ; as if the being employed by 

another, would make him, for thatzeaſon,to be Morally one with 

him that employs him ; butthat Author is to be pardoned, who 

underſtands not the difference hetwixt a Moral and Political Uni- 

On. ind apps he ſhewed himſelf not acquainted with the mat- 
r of Fact, when he faith the Hexelie | 


of the Virgin, is perfe& man, and the other the Word of God ; 
the one mere man, the other teue God: The Word, thetrac and 
Eternal Son of God z but that which is born of the Virgin js 
equivocally the Son of God. Thus that Father. 

But he will lay Lam now better infarmed ; Thanks coche Ar- 


ſwerer, 
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ſwerer, who gently intimated to him, that he was out of the way ; 
and to his Friend that has fince ſet him in the _ 
Wer as to the Uni- 


But after all, was there not one word in the A 
ty of one Perſon, maiting theſe two Natures ? Let him but caſt his eye 
upon it again, nd hs he will ſee this to be the Concluſion of hs 
Argument, Then there mwft be in him (Chriſt) two Natures anited, 
which is the Incarnation. 1f the Incarnation be the Union of two 
Natures in Chriſt, the Word , and this was rightly inferred from 
what went before ; then what ſhall I ay ? Our Anthor has not 
dealt fairly with his Adverſary : And if this be to be a Ne- 
ftorian, then (o was St. Cyrit, ſo was the Council that condemn- 


cd him 3 for ſo St.Cyril deſcribes the Incarnation, very SrlSy aq Monach, 
edu Luyhy i405 The aoyindy ; when the Word was united tos Body Agypr.fſ. 12. 


informed by a Kational Soul. 


6 Qs. The firſt branch of this Queſtion is, What Scripture hach ab- Clear Proof, 
ol 


andenbee xg oor of the Commandments, which impoſes the 
of Sy holy 2 The ſecond, Whar Text of Scripture exacts of 
I» Ihe the Lords day ) rhe Sunday ? 

"= To the part, not one EY and for excuſe he 
tells us, That there was no need of ST becanſe Sundey 
being ſer apart for the PU ee ——_— = the Sabboth-day 
4: well as the Holy- bemg 4 ſhadow, » maſs 
ſurrender to the Sunday. dy apt omg At ey Foes for the Sa 
both did appertain ro the Law of Nature, and was not a ſhadow only of 
a thing to come, but a memory of the paſt, and never-ro-be-forgorren be- 
nefit of the Creation, from the work whereof God reſted on that day, 


and bleſſed the ſeventh day. Here 'tis pity ar what @ loſs the Anſwerer is Gen. 2. 3. 


ro find the Chapter and Verſe wherein the abcogation of Circumdiſion is 
chars expreſt ; 'Tis a charitable condeſcendency to inſtru him ; ler him 
look then in Gat. $, 2. where bebold Paul re&s you, that if you be circum- 
2 Chriſt ſhall profit you noebing. 
or the ſecond part, he produces a Text, Rev. 1. 10. 1 #45 in ſpirit on 
P., tr ho os be Se ma us ignorant people, that "+52 
uſual in Scripture, after that Times, Places, Thing! and Perſons were ſoc 
apart for the ice of God by Divine Inſtitution, t0 bave bis Name 4s & 
mark of Foal eh 7 Ther Bur in the name of ſenſe and reaſon, 


find forty _ 
that call the day of general judgment, or that of each man's death, rhe 
Lord's day ; nn Eo under rhat name. I find, 
_ 2. 46. bow they that believed were daily with one accord in 

Temple , or bre Bread — 1 uſe, not a word of a 


- — > for tate 2 Scripture 
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Scripture failing our Adverſary, he ſeeks ſupplies from Reaſon ; but the 
misfortune is, that rhe firſt and chiefeſt he offers at, ftands againſt him ; 
The Moral Sabboth ( (ays he ) in the Patriarchal Church, and the Cere- 
monial in the Jewiſh Church, were on the days following the Creation 
and Deliverance from rhe Slavery of 'Zgype. Trne, but what follows? 
Therefore 'tis not ro be kept by Chriſtians on the day in which Chriſt reft- 
ed after he had accompliſh 'd our Redemption on the Croſs by a' ſolemn 
Conſummatum eſt, and his precious Death ? Not on Saturday ? Raillery 
alide, what can be (I will not ſay more dull, bur ) ſpoken more dis 
rectly in ſpight of fenſe and reaſon 


Our Author for convenience to himſelf, has tranſpofed the 
Queſtions; fo that the firſt in the Addreſs, is now the laſt. 'Let 
him quietly enjoy the benefit of it; I ſhall begin as he now 
begins. 

Q. 1. What Scripture hath abſolved us from, Sc. 

To this 1 gave, in ſhort, a Threetold anſwer. 

1.” He requiring Chapter and Verſe, ] told him, When he could 
find out Chapter and Verſe for an expreſs and clear abrogation of Cir- 
cumciſion, I would ſhew him Chapter and Verſe for that of the Sabbath, 
Here out of his abundant charitable condeſcendency he vouchſaftes 
to inflxut} me, and hands met: to Gal. 5. 2. Where behold Paul tells 
you, that if you be circumciſed , Chriſt ſhall profit you nothing. * And 
yet I do not find there is a clear and expreſs abrogation of it. An 
Abrqfation is a total abolition of itz and if it was abrogated fo 
as thZ% whoever was thereafter Circumciſed, could have no pro- 
he by Chritt; then all ſo Circamciſed were in a ſtate of Dam- 
nation. And here it would be tit ro know when this abrogatiun 
did commence ? For AF. 16. 3, we find Paul to Circumcile 
Timothy ; and not long, before St. Paul's being a Priſoner, and 
being carried-to Rome, the folemn Aſſembly declared that there 
were many thouſands of the Jewiſh Chriltians which were zealous 
of the Law ; and that St. Paul was reputed to be too forward in 
fcaching the Gentiles ought not to. circumciſe their children, At. 21, 
20, 2. So that the Apoſtle's cenſure of it is not to be univer- 
{ally underſiood ; but is only a preventing of their impoſing it 
pon the Gentiles-, and requiring it as neceſfary to. Juſtitication 
and Salvation. And of theſe that held it thus neceſſary, he faith, 
If ye be circumciſed, upon theſe terms, Chriſt ſhall profit you nothing 3 
if ye are juſtified, and expe juſtification by the Lawyoye are fallen 
from grace, VCr. 4+ _ x v PU , 

6 2, 
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2, I ſhzwed there was no more a need of an expreſs abroga- 
tion of the Sabbath,than there was of the abrogation of Circum- 
cilion 3 becauſe if the Lord's day <was inſtituted; and which in 
the order of th: Anſwer was firſt prov'd, the Sabbath mult in rca- 
{on ſurrender to it. 

3. I ſhewed it from Col. 2. 16. where the Sabbath is ſaid to 
be a ſhadow of things to come, and ſo was to ceaſe by the co- 
ming of Chriſt, as the relt of the ſame kind. He faith of this, 
there is as little reaſon as Scripture; but if thexe be as much reaſon 
as Scripture, he had no cauſe to complain : But he firſt takes 
care to leave out the Scripture, and then to exclaim, not one 
Word of Scripture. Well! what has he-to ſay to that little Rea- 
ſon that there is? He faith, The Sabboth did appertain to the Law of 
Nature, and was not a Shadow only of a thing to come, but a Memo- 
ry | he would ſay, a Memorial | of the Creation, But did it 0- 
therwiſe appcrtain to the Law of Nature , than as it was of Di- 
vine Inſtitution? Or , was it then {o a Memorial of what was 
paſt, as not to be a Shadow of ſomewhat to come? Let him ſee 
how the Apoſtle applies it, Heb.4,9,16. But, ſuppoſe that it was 
a Memorial of the Creation ( as it was ) and a Shadow to the 
Zews (as he owns) then being bothy were but, one and the 
ſame day, how could the Obſeryation -of the Sabbath be 
abrogated as a Shadow, and not alſo as a Memorial , fince 
the ſame Day that was for the one , was alſo for the other ? 
Thus we tind there was a Patriarchal Circumcifion, and. a 'Mo- 
ſaical, as our Saviour thews, Johng7. 22. And the queſtion then 
is, Whether the Abrogation of the Moſaical, was not allo the. 
Abrogation of the Patriarchal Circumciftion? And,, whether 
what holds in the one, doth not hold in the other. 

. 2d Branch,What Text of Scripture exicis of us tbe keeping the Sun- 
day baly? Or what Scripture have we for the Divine. Inſtitution 
of it? : | | 

As to this by way of Preparation, 1. 

1. Gave a general Reaſon, which our Author for a little Ad+-, 
vantage, has ſet laſt, and very unworthily abuſed. 

[. ſhall ſet them one againſt the other, before the Reader.. 


Anſwer. 


AVindication of the 


Anſwer, 


- 06, c mogktoring wh 4 
the thing for tht tar day to 
rafr= Lrthrn nfo 
as there was for the Sabbath in the 
 Patriarchal and Fewiſh Church , 
for what the Moral Sabbath was 
to Man'wpon bis Creation ; and the 
Ceremontal Sabbath was to the 
gorges their deliverance ont of 

gypt 3 that is the firſt day of 
the Week, or the Lord's day to 
Chriſtians upon our R ion by 
Chrift,bich was ſhed and 


teſtified in bis Reſwrrettion on that 
day. 


Clear Proof. 


The Moral Sabbath in the 
Patriarchal Church, and the 
Ceremonial in the Jewiſh 
Church, were on the days fol- 
lowing the Creation and Deli- 
verance from Egypt. Therefore 
*tis not to be kept by Chri- 
ſtians on the day in which 
Chrift reſted after he had ac- 
compliſhed our Redemption on 
the Croſs, by a Solemn Con- 


ſummatim eft , and his precious 


Death? Not on Saturday ? 


And then he Triumphs; What can be (I will not ſay more dull, 
but) ſpoken more direfily in ſpight of Senſe and Reaſon? And I will 


add, what can be mere 


than what he here puts upon the 


Anſwerer ( and that is ſomewhat a worſe Cha rge than Dulneſs ) 


when in ſp 
which lay c 


of honeſty, he ſhall thus man 
before him , into ridiculous Nonſenſe? 


eſtly pervert that 


It's manifeſt, he has here nothing to ſay, unleſs he will ſay, 
there is not as much reaſon in the nature of the thing, for the 
Obſervation of one day in ſeven, in memory of our R 
as there was for it in the Creation, or the Deliverance out of 


2. 1 particularly proved it from the Mark of Divine Inſtitu- 
tion ſet upon it, in the Name, the - unlr + Rev. 1. 10. it be- 


ing uſual in Scripture to have the Name 


the Lord applied to 


Times, Places, Perſons and Things, when ſet apart by Divinc 


laftitution. 


To this he Replies. 
' The Queſti 


is, What day of the Week, that was in the Revela- 


tion? Or, was it only ſome peculiar day of the year, as Eaſter-day, 


or Good-Friday ? 
To which 1 Anſwer. 


1, If 
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1. If the Name of the Lord be not without a reaſon applicd 
to a Day, then it's evident that no day of the Week has any Co- 
lour or Pretence = -F but the - irſt day. 
2, It cannot onably ſuppoſed to be ſame peculiar day of 
the year, as Eafter-day, or Good-Friday. =_ 
(1,) Becauſe we are certain, that the firſt day of the Week 
was obſerved in Apoſtolical times (as I ſhewed from Scripture ) 
but we are not certain of theſe; there being not one word of 


_—_ that looks that way. And when St. Auftin ſaith of Epift. i 18. 


nniverſary Obſervation of the days of Chriſt's Paſſion, Re- 
ſarre&ion, Aſcenſion, and the Deſcent* of the Holy Ghott, that 


2, He anſwers, I find forty Texts that coll the day al Fudg-- 
ment , or that. of each man's death, the Lords ,Cguaytana 

mentions Sunday xnder that name. What follows? Thexrefgee the 

Laed*s day St. Jobn was in the Spirit upon, was the day of 
ment or death, and not Sunday. But he will fay this is a 
too much ; for the uſe he makes of this Obſervation, is tofhew, 
jr pgs whatever it was, might be called the:Lowd's 9; 

and yet uot be of Divine Iaftitution. . Very well :-bus meat 1 | 
the day of Judgment, (for indeed the day of deaths not, as far 
as I remember, call'd the Lord's day in Scripture) to ay” 


 AVindication of the 
Ordination: So Matth. 24. 36. and Atts 17.31. Hz bath appointed 
a day; and is therefore a confirmation of what he would confute 
by it. 

7 3. I offer'd further in proof of a Divine Inſtitution, That that 
day was conſecrated by the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt upon it. 
But to this he found nothing to reply. 

4. I proved it from the obſervation of that day, and the Ser- 
vice celebrated upon it, At. 20.7. 1 Cor.16, 2, What has he here 
to ſay? I find, Ads 2. 46. faith he, how they that believed were 
daily continzing in the Temple; but not a word of a day appointed for 
ſolemn Aſſemblies. What uſe can be made of this accurate Obſer- 
vation,: and the ſireſs he lays upon daily; What but this? The 
believers daily reſorted to the Temple, therefore they had no pe- 
culiar day 3 and fo it follows moſt admirably, the Jews daily re- 
paired to the Temple, therefore they had no peculiar day, no 
Sabbath. But he tinds not a word of a day appointed for ftated Aſ- 
ſemblies, no not ſo much as Acts 20. 7. &c. quoted and infifted 
on in the Anſwer. 

Having thus diſmifs'd the third queſtion of the Anſwer, with 
all the ſupernumerary Queſtions collected out of it by the Prover ; 
I went to look for Queſtion the fourth, as it js in the Anſwer, and 
put by the Adareſſer ; and that is, Whether it be neceſſary to ſalvation 
for bim to believe the Trinity and Incarnation, that cannot find them clearly 
expreſs'd in Scripture, though be reads it ſincerely , and with bamility. 
But of this, not a word. We may gueſs at the reaſou without caſting 
@ figure. 'However, it's a little more honelt to omit a Paragraph, 
than it is topervert it. The former is an implicit acknowled - 
ment of. Truth, the latter is a renouncing it, 


Q. 7. Am I bound to believe (the ſenſe given to a doubtful Text) becauſe 
my Guides tell me I nauſt do ſo ? 

Anſ. No, plainly No : And he hath two Texts for it; the firſt, 2 Cor. 1. 
24. Not for that we have dominion over your Faith, but are belpers , ſays 
St. Paul ; and Mat. 23. 8. Call no man Maſter on earth , for' one is your 
Maſter. Here not only the Walls of the Ciry of God are broken down, 
bur the very Foundations (of Prophbers and Apoſtles) are digg'd up; is it all 
St. Paul could do, all you allow him, to give ſome light , ſome belps, 
when his Proſelytes had any doubt about the ſenſe of Scripture ? Were 
they not oblig'd'to believe rhe Senſe and Interpretation He gave to the 
Text? Then that Faith is vain which was founded on the apoſtles Preach- 
ing, and all Chriſtianity ftands on a wrong botrom. 


Here 
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3k 


Here our Author is guilty of another omiſſion; For the Ag- Vindication, 


ſwverer exhibited a five-told Charge againſt him of Fallacy and 


Collufion, which he has taken ng manner of care eo.cleat himfelf- 


of;z, but ſuffers it to remain in its:full force againſt himſelf. 

He has indeed proceeded otherwile in this laſt Queſtion z For 
whereas before in the Addreſs he ſet. up a Guide that is a Judge, 
whom it's neceflary ſo to believe, and to ſubmit to, as to 2m 4 
from him ſuch Neceſffaries to Salvation as are not contained in 
Scripture, and the ſenſe of ſuch Neceffaries as-are not clearly 

.contained in it; he now in the proof ſoftens, and' extenuates, 
and expounds, and the Queſtion now is reduced to this; 4m 
I bound to believe the Senſe given to doubtful Texts, becauſe my Guide 
tells me I muft do ſo ? This indeed may better ſerve his purpoſe, 
but after all is neither true in it ſelf, nor can be acco ed 
to his former notion of a Guide, and the auchority given to him. 
For what has doubtful Texts. to do with the Caſe, where there 
are no Texts concerned ? What has a Senfe given to Sctipcure, to 
do with a Caſe which is to be determined without Scripture ; 
As it is in Neceſſaries not contained in Scripture, and which we 
are to learn from our Guidg, that we arc bound to follow 2 

But ſuppoſing we take his Expoſition, that this is when the 
Texts be doubtful; yet the _ thoſe Texts are ſuppoſed to be 
concerned in, are Things neceſſary to Salvation; and fo to be- 
lieve a Guide abſolutely, as to the ſenſe of a doubefiel Text, is equi- 
valent to the believing him where there is no Text pretended. 
Since the Perſon in doubt is no more afſur'd of the ſenſe of theſe 
Texts in a Point neceſſary, than he was without a Text. For 
when there is no Text for a thing neceſſary, he abſolutely relies 
upon his Guide, who tells him, it is : And when there 
is 8 ſenſe given to a donbtful Text, he believes that ſenſe, becauſe his 
Guide tells him that is the ſenſe of it, and fo he-Rtill relies upon 
bis Guide 3 and' his Faith is thus immediately refolved into the 
Guide. 16 4G Wi 

And it ſcems this the Anſwerer doth deny, and that upon the 
Authority of our Saviour, who difallows it, Mat. 23. 8. and the 

Apoſtle who diſclaims it, 2 Coy. 4. 24. But here-our Author is 

beſide all patience, and anſwers it with a dreadful Exclamation. 

Here, not only the Walls of the City of God are brokgn down, but the 

very Foundations of Prophets and A pate | — 
| o 
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ſo,? becauſe we will not admit a Guide of their own Impofition, 
in defiance of our.Saviour's and St. Pax/*s prohibition to the con- 
trary. But O, faich our Author, 1s it all St. Paul could do, all you 
allow bim, to give  fome light,- ſome belge, when his Proſelytes bad 4 
- doubt aboxt the Senſe of Scripture * Were tbey not obliged to believes 
Senſe and Interpretation be gave to the Text ? Then, Kc. 

Here the-Prover is cither confounded in his own thoughts, or 
intends to confound and amuſe his Reader. The Opinion he 
maintains is, That in matters of doubt, a Perſon doubting, is to be 
abſolutely concluded by his Guide ; T am to believe, faith he, be- 
canſe my Guides tell me I mnſt do ſo. Now he would have it, that 
to deny this Authority to the Apoſtles, is to allow them only to 
give ſome light, ſome apes that 1s, ( as I conceive he means ) to - 
make them no more than Common Teachers, But I fhall en- 
deavour, if it may be, to ſet our Author right in this matter, 
Toward which it's to be obſerved, "4 

I. That there is an abſolute and ſovereign Authority in the 
Church, which all are bound to follow, believe and obey, with- 
out any diſpute, and that Authority is ſoly the prerogative of our 
— and which no man, or ſogiety of men can claim, Mat. 
23.8, 9. 1 

2, There is/2, ſubordinate Authority , which 'is immediately 
derived from him ; and this was peculiar to inſpired Perſons, 
and is extraordinary. So the Apotile faith of himſelf, Gat. 1. 
11,12, The Goſpel which was preached of me, is not after man ;, For I 
neither received it of mau, neither was I taught it but by the Revelation 
of Feſus Chrift, But as-ſuch Perſons were ſent, ſþ they were able 
to prove thtir Commiſſion and their Dodtrine'to be received from 
Chriſt : And they did not require any to believe them, becauſe 
they told them they were their Guides, and they muſt believe 
them, becauſe they tell them ſo ; (for that was to have dominion over 
their Faith, ); but they jappealed to the Scriptures, to their Mira- 
culous Gifgs3 2 Cor. 12. 12, and encouraged their Auditors to try 
and examine'their Do@rines 3' AGs 17. 11. Gal. 1.8, 9. And this 
way of trying is ſo far from making Faith Vain ( as our Author 
pretends) that it would be vain without it. 

- But, faith he, Were not the Proſelytes of St. Paul obliged to believe 
the Senſe and Interpretation he gave to the Text} Without doubt; but 
then he did not require.them to receive and believe it, becauſe 

? ; be 

+ 
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be told them ſo, but becauſe it was revealed, and that they beforchand 
were fatished in the Confirmation he brought of his Apoſtleſhip. 
For where there was a new Revelation of any Point to be be- 
lieved, or matter to be done, being that could not be any far- 
ther examined by Scripture than as it was not contrary to.it,, it 
wholly was to be reſolved into his Miſſion ; and they had the 
{ame reaſon to believe his Doctrine, as his Mithon. 

3. There is another ſort of ſubordinate Authority, which re- 
ceives both its Miſſion and Doctrine in an ordinary way : And 
therefore mult needs be ſubje&t to the like ways of tryal and 
proof as the former. But with this difference, that what inſpired 
Perſons taught as revcalcd from God, that upon proof of their 
Miſſion by Miraclcs, 2 Cor. 12.12. was to be bclieved : but now 
when we have only ordinary means, and the written Word for 
our Rule, thcre is no other Doctrine to be received , than what 
is contained in that Rule, and fo neither can they oblige us, nor 
are we obligcd to believe them, becauſe they tell us fo, but as 
it's conſonant with, or contained in, or rightly inferred from 
the Scripture, which we are to compare it with, and to judge 
of it by. FC 

But now our Author makes their Guides not only equal, but 
ſuperior to the Apoliles, when he tells us, We are bound to believe 
them, becauſe they themſelves tell us ſo 3 and that without any exa- 
mination. So that it a man miltakes his Guide, or his Guide 
miſtakes, he mult unavoidably miliake alſo, being wholly to be 
determined by them. And then he mult be an Arian with the 
Popes Felix and Liberixs, a Neſtorian with Anaſtaſius, a Minothe- 
lite with Hmnorins, and deny the immortality of the Soul wich 
Fobn XXII. And now let any judg where the Foundations of the 
Prophets and Apoſtles are digg'd up ; whether in the Reformed 
Churches, that teach us we are not bound to believe any Guide, 
without tryal of their Doctrine ; or the Church of Rome, which, 
with our Auchor, .athrms ze are bound to believe our Guides, becauſe 
they tell ns we muſt do ſo. 


. Now our Anſwerer rakes his turn to ask Queſtions. He tells us that 

for the firſt he has a pincbing one: *Tis this; If I muſt know the Church 

by ſome marks or notes , then I muſt find theſe marks firſt ; and where 

muſt I ſeek them ? This is pinching indeed ! Suppoſe in a Gezette I ſhould 

find fome marks of a Man that is —_—_—_ for, were it not a ſevere Obje- 
: . 


Vir dication. 


\ . oe. {7% 6 * , hb + 
\» 4Vindicahon of the' + 
Qion againſt the Man who gave them, and - a pinchin Queſtion, I mn 
find theſe Marks before I the mian; and where I find them ” 
conceive ſuch pinching would force a ſmile, and this Anſwer, Fby Friend, 
the marks and the man. are found at once, for they are to be ſeen in bis Fact. 
Ar the fame tithe as one" takes a view of the Catholic Church , he ſees 
therein'a continual Succeſſion of Biſhops -and Teachers from the Apo- 
ftles ; he diſcovers her in all parrs of the World, and finds her thus Ca- 
tholie ; he fees in her an undivided Faith, Union under one Paſtor in the 
uſe of the ſame Sacraments, and finds her One ; he obſerves her Rule is, 
Let nothing be alter'd of what was receiv'd from the Ap*ltles by a con- 
ſtant Univerſal Traditidn in rhe Churches which they founded, and is con- 
vinced ſhe-is Apoſtolical ; he finds God Favours her with the Gift of Mira- 
cles, promiſed. Mar. 16.. and Fob. 14. thar ſhe hath fulfilled the Propheſies 
concerning the Converſion of Nations, converted to Chriftianity by her 
Children only; and he concludes this is ſhe. | 


The Prover ſaith that , Now the Anſwerer takes bis turn to ack 
Queſtions, And good reaſon, after the Addreſſer had put ſo ma- 
Ty before. He tells us further, That for. the firſt be har a pinch- 
ing onee *Tis this, If I mult know the Church by fome Marks, then 
1 muſt find out thife Marks firſt ; and where muſt T ſeek them? But, 
why is this called the firſt QuelttiorÞ when there are ſeveral be- 
fore it? He might better have called it the only Queſtion, lince it's 
what he has lingled out of many to try the power of his Logic 
upon. And now let us ſee how he quits himfelf, when he comes 
to be Reſpondent. His Anſwer to the Queſtion, is, - Swppſe in 
a Gazette, &c. and the Marks, and the Man are found at once, for 
they are to be ſeen in his Face. Where his whole bulineſs is to go 
oft trom the Quettion that is ask'd, to a Queſtion that is not 
ask'd. The main Queſtion in the Anſwer was, How ſhall T find 
ort the true Church ? 1s it becauſe She her ſelf fo declares ? Or that 
She is knowable by a ſelf-evident Light? Or is She to be found 
out by Marks? If by Marks, then we muſt find out the Marks 

before we hind out the Churth, ' which is to be known by thoſe 

Marks ; and then the pinching Queftion comes on 5 Where nmſt 

T ſeek, them ? That, it's to be fear'd, will lead us to the Scriptures. 

Now what is the Senſe of the Queſtion, Where muſt I ſeek them? 

Certainly, it is not in-diſpute, whether the Marks are not to 

be found in the thing ſought for, by. thoſe Marks ( as he im- 

pertinently lays it.) For if they are 7e. gegen Marks of the 

thing; then, ſurely, they are to be found with the thing an 

they 

+ 
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they are the Marks of y-or elſe it is impoſſible to find out the 
thing by theſe Marks. But the meaning. of | the Queſtion tis 
the ſame as it was in the Addreſs, Cand from whence the 
Anſweter borrowed the Terms ) and that is., Where are the 
Notes ? Where are they deſcribed? Or, How ſhall I come to 
know them? And thus it follows in the Anſwer, It is to be fear- 
ed, this will lead us to the Scripture. But becauſe fome men are 
hard of Undcritanding, whether for a weak or a bad reaſon, I 
determine not, 1 ſhall begin the matter again. Tr is agreed, that 
there is a Church, and that there are certain Marks by which the 
Church may be found : Now the Quettion is, What are thoſe 
Marks ? Whether Contin.zl Seceſſion, Vniverſal Extent, Union wn+ 
der one Viſible Paſtor, &&c. ? Or, The Profeſſion of the true Faith, right 
Adminiſtration of the Sacraments ? 

Now how ſhall we know, or where (ball we find, which of 
theſe are the Marks belonging to the Church, and by which it 
is to be known ? 

I ſhall make it plain by his own inſtance ; Suppoſling that there 
is ſomewhat of great Importance depends upon finding out a 
particular perſon ; and thawhe that would tind him out, knows 
not the man, but for his better -direQion applies himſclf toone 
that knows ſomewhat of this matter, and asks him, Sir, How 
ſhall I find out ſuch a Man , or where may I ſeek the Marks by 
which he may be difſcover'd? Would it not force # Smile to have 
this Anſwer? Do you ask that? I/hby Friend, the Marks and the 
Man are found at once , for they are to be ſeen in bis Face, Would 
he not be made much the Wiſer,- by this grave Reply; and 
forthwith be able to find out the Man he ſeeks for, by this 

oodly Direction? Or would he not fay, Sir, I came not to be 
informed of that which every one that is not a ſtark Fool un 
derſtands as well as your Worſhipz but I would know, 
what are thoſe Marks which are to be ſeen in bis Face, and by 
which I may know him from your ſelf, or any other, and where 
are they deſcrib'd? And will not the other, if he be able and 
willing to inform him, then tell him, the Marks are in the Ga- 
zette, and there you may find them. Now, which is to be 
found out firſt, the Marks or the Man? And what are thoſe 
Marks, and where muſt I ſeek them? Surcly it needs no Applica- 


tion. - As for his Triumphant Marks of the Church, he may _ 
them 
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Cc. 2. un Pſal. 


30, 


De Unit.Eccl. 


I 4c.8. 


Gal. 5. 


Vindication, 


De Paſtore, c. 
I 4. 


A Vindication of the 
them anſwered to purpoſe in the Book not long ſince publiſhed 
upon that Argument. 


'Tis alſo obſervable at what a diſtance theſe men are from the true 
Church, who conceive ir ſo hard to find her our. All holy Fathers ever 
judged ir a moſt eaſy thing to each Perſon, inſomuch rhar the Holy Do- 
Ror Sr. Auguſtin thus delivers his Senſe of ir: I ref you with truth, Bre« 
thren, the Prophets have ſpoken more obſcurely of Chriſt, than of the 
Church ; I believe, becauſe they ſaw in Spirit, that men would make Sets 
againſt the Church, but would not be ſo much divided about Chriſt. Bur 
'ris natural for a Crimnal ro queſtion rhe Power of his Judge; and theſe 
men know it hath ever been the Senſe of all Chriftians, which St. Augu- 
ſtin expreſt in rhe - rey bun There 5s no Salvation out of the 
Church, who doubts of it ? efore whatever you have from the Church 
(Seripture, Creed, Sacraments, ©c) help you not to Salvation out of the 
Church, whether you believe contrary to tha Truth, or being divided from 
the Unity, garher not with Chriſt ; whence Se. Paul ſays ro Heretics, Thoſe 
who do ſuch things, ſhall not poſſeſs the Kingdom of Heaven. 


He ſaith, *Tis obſervable at what a diſtznce Men are from the true 
Church, who conceive it ſo hard to find it out. But our diſtance from 
the true Church, is not the more, fzecauſe we conceive it ſo hard 
#0, find her out in their way, and by ſuch Marks (which if there 
are no other) it's impoſſible to find her out by. But nozw, if 
we go in St. Aruſtins way, then it's not dithcult, for thus he de- 
termines it, The weak ſeeks for the Church. The wandring ſceks for 
the Church. T inquire after the Voice of the Paſtor. Read this to me 
out of the Prophet, and read it out of the Plalms ; recite it from the 
Law, the Gif ; the Apoitle. Look tor it in the Scripture, and 
there you will hnd it. 

Here the Prover cites a Paſſage out of St. Auſtin, which I am 
confident he did not read there. For (1.) he quotes the 4th 
Book of St. Auſtin , de Unitate, whereas there is but one Book 
in all. (2.) There are ſeveral miſtakes in the rr it 
ſelt. As he faith, There is no Salvation ont of the Church , who 
doubts of it * Whereas the Words of St. Awftin are, Qui autem 
ſuper arenam edificant | i. e. qui audiunt Verba & non factunt, as 
Juſt before | quis dubitaverit , quod regmem Dei non poſſidebunt ? That 
IS, But thoſe who build upon the ſand, who doubts that they ſhall not 
poſſeſs the Kingdom of Heaven? Again the Prover reads it, Whaterer 


you have from the Church ( Scripture, Creed, Sacraments, SC.) belp 
you 
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you not to Salvation out of the Church. Whereas there is nothing 
of this, but it follows after what was faid of the bnilders on the 
ſand, Nihil utique prodett Baptiſmi Sacramentum , that is, $9 
that the Sacrament of Baptiſm profits not ſuch. ' And therrhe quotes 
that of 'St. Paxl, Thoſe which do ſuch things,  &c. without that 
other Inſertion of his, Whether you believe contrary to the Truth, &c, 
The matters are not much material; but by this the Reader may 
judg what a careleſs, injudicious, or confident (to ſay no worſe ) 
Adverſary I have to deal with. 


His other Queries have no difficulty, and withal (© lirtle of Senſe, that Clear Proof 


I ſhall not offer to force my Readers Attention on them. 


Whether the other Queries had any Senſe, I ſhall leave to Vindicct.on. 


others to judg z but however, becauſe they may not beſo eaſic 
to others, as to himſelf, it is tobe wilhed he had ſhewed a little 
more of his good Nature, and Condeſcendency, to have reſolved them. 
I ſhall try once again, whether I can make ſenſe of them, and 
leave him to try whether he can anſwer them : If they are not 
Senſe, they are not to be underſtood, and fo there can be no hurt 
fo Propoſe them : If they have no difficulty, they are the eaſier 
and the ſooner anſwered. þ+ 

The Queries — in the Anſwer, and yet remaining to 
be reſolved, are thelc. | 


1, What thoſe Neceſſaries to Salvation ate, that: are not 
contained in. Scripture, and where each of them is to be found ? 
+ Q. 2. Whether the Articles of Pope Pixs's Creed joined to 
the Nicene Creed, are as clearly to be proved from Scripture, as 
thoſe of the Nicene Creed ; or that thoſe of the Nicene Creed 
gre no more to be proved from Scripture, than thoſe of Pope 
Pins # | 


Q. 3- Whether it's as neceflary to believe the Church of 
Rome is the Mother and Miſtreſs of all Churches, and the Pope 
to be the Vicar of Chriſt, and all the other Age of that Creed, 
of Pope Pixs,as it is to believe that our L eſus waz Jacarnate, 
and the reſt of the Articles of the Nicene, 2 -oxq CY | 

We 4 
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Q. 4. Which has the firſt and Supreme Authority, the Scrip- 
ture or the Church? ? 


Q. 5- Whether the Church can ordain new Aiticles of 
Faith, and which when ſo ordained, are as much to bereceived 
and believed, 2s thoſe which have their Authority immediately 
from Scripture 3 ? 


Q. 6. Which is to be ſought for firſt, the Notes, or the 
Church that is to be found out by theſe Notes 2 If the Church, 
= how ſhall I know'it 2 If the Notes, where mult 1 ſock 
them ? 


» 7. If the Church be to be an Infallible Guide, when it's 
found out ; then what is the Guide that will infallibly lead to 
the Church ? And whetheris that Gnide to be ſought for with- 
in the Church, or without it ? 


Q. 8. Whether we may be infallibly certain out of theChurch ; 
or how we can find out the Church infallibly, if the Church 
alone be infallible , and that we cannot be indy certain till 
we come into the Church ? 


Q. 9. Where is the Seat of infallibility inthe Church, whe» 
ther in every particular Perſon, or the Supreme Paſtor, Or a 
General Councl ? And whether they al agite | in this matter ? 


« & 109. Whether what they diſagree in can be the Seatimens 
the whote Church 3, or that we are hound to believe what 
yo cannot agree in? 


.Q. 11. Whether we are any'more bound to believe the Infal- 
libility of their Church, which they thus diſagree in, than «the 


7 would perſwade us we are not obliged to helleve the 
Feds decals th the Hrians, tho Chriſtians, deny 2 | 


=> rh po nk germieem ta yaſt diftance of Time or Place, can be 
ina 'Eettainty of thole- Decrees which are 
art Infallible Power ; or thatthe-canbe 


any 
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any more certain of the Truth, Certainaty, and*Seiiſe of theſe, 
than he can be of the Truth, Authority, -and Senſe of Scrip- 


ture ? 


Q. 13. Whether our Saviour has' not ſpoken as plainly amd 
intelligibly in Scripture, as his pretended Vicar, or their'Cout- 
cils have done in their Decrees and Canons ? 


Q. 14. Whether, when the Perſons that publiſh or give the 
Senſe of thoſe Decrees and Canons are Fallible, a Perſon can be 
infallibly certain that theſe are the very Decrees, or that the 
true Senſe of them? Or whether a Perſon in theſe Circum- 
ſtances can be any more certain, tho a Member of an Infallible 
Church, than another may be, that is a Member of a Fallible 
Church 2? 


Q. 15. Whether, for example, we can be any more certain 
that there ever was ſuch a Pope as Pope Pius, or that ever there 
was ſuch a Creed drawn up by him, or that this or that is an 
Article, or the Senſe of it, than we are that the Scriptures 
are the Word of God, and that the Dodtrines of the Trinity and 
Incarnation are clearly contained in them ? 


Theſe are the Queſtions in the Anſwer, and which I have 
drawn out in order ; I hope they thew themſelves to be Senſe 3 
it remains to theProver to ſhew they have no difficulty to be reſolved. 
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All well-meaning Proteſtants finding that Scripture interpreted the Pro- Clear Proof 


teſt ent-way is ſo far from being an eafie and clear Rule of Faith, that a 
Proreftant in the Anſwer to an Addreſs made to the Miniſters of the Church 
of England, approved by a Chaplain to the higheft Eccleſiaſtical Authori- 
ty under the Ring, cannot as much as teach by ir the firſt Principles of 
Chriſtian Religion; will ſeek a better merhod of ufing that Divine Rule, 
and not be hereafrer ſo eafily impoſed upon by thoſeGuides who give them 
but their own provare fancies, under the Veil and Name of the Ford of 
God. I was ( I confeſs ) ſurprizet} to find Gail. Needbem, &c. approving 
this Anſwer ; bur God and Truth are of our fide; Et inimici noſtrs ſunt 
Judices ; the weakneſs of our Oppoſers Arguments bear a proof to ir, 


Ad Majrem Dei Glovian: 


F I may 


40 A Vindication of the 

Vindication. I may now leave the caſe to all well-meaning Proteſtants 3 for 
who that is of that number, or indeed is impartial, but may 
ſoon diſcern, who they are that make the Scripture a Rule of Faith ; 
Whether thoſe that reſolve all Neceſfarics to Salvation wholly 
into'it, or thoſe that join Tradition with it in Eſteem and Au- 
thority ? They may again as ſoon diſcern, Whether the Serip- 
ture be Eafie and Clear, and beſt underſtood in the Proteſtaut 
Method, when it's Tranſlated for Vulgar uſe in the Mother 
Tongue, and the People are allowed and exhorted toread it ; 
or in the Popifh Method, when it's kept in an unknown Tongue, 
or if Tranſlatcd, not permitted to be read by them 2 Whether 
again They feed them with their own private Fancies, that teach 
the people nothing but what both Teacher and Hearer learn from 


Scripture z or they that make things neceſſary to be believed 
and done, which are not contained in Scripture ? 


I ind our Author ſurpriz'd to find Guil. Needham, a Chaplain 
to the bigheſt Eecleſiaſtical Authority under the King ( we know who 
they are that ſet up an Fecleſiaftical Authority above the King ) 
to approve the Anſwer. But why ſo ſurprized ? When it's likely 
G. N. was as confident as the Prover could be on his own, that 
God and Truth are on the Anſwerer's ſide 3 and perhaps might 
have a good opinion of his Performance, though I grant, it's 
likely, not asgood as our Author-hath of his own Clear Proof. 


Here I ſhould have ended, but it ſeems the oe Anſmer has 
k 


met =_ another Adverſary, one ( as he himſelt tells = _ 

An Anſwer to at. a full, mixed Aſſembly in the City ſo laid it open, that of the 
Dr. Sherlock's Proteſtants there =—_ it, FF better Tealvs than to diſowy 
Preſervative. 41, Anſwerer as an Ignorant Scribler, who bad betrayed bis Cauſe. 1 
wiſh this ſucceſsful Undertaker had but given us a Breviate of 

the Cafe as he propounded it to that Aſſembly ; for if he ma- 

mouw'n in the ſame. way as his Friend the Prover has done, or as 

he himſclt has arf[wered thePreſervative,ſometimes omitting,fome- 

times mangling, and at all times Mifrepreſenting his Adverfaries 

Arguments, I will for once excuſe my Friends the Proteſtants, if 

they then thought the Anſwerer worthy of no better a Character 

than is here related; tho I hope for the future they will have leſs 

xcaſon to believe an Adverſaryz and uſe that kind of liberty , 

which 
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which the Churh of. Rome ſo much evies them, and belongs. 
to them as Men and as Chriſtians, and judg for themſelves, by 
ſeeing with their own eyes, whether the Cauſe is maintained or 
betrayed. But after all, I know not whether T may pot have as 
little reaſon to believe him concerning theſe Proteſtants, as they 
had to believe him concerning the Anſwer.. | x 
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added, a Diſcourſe concerning Invocation of Saints, in Anſwer-co the Challenge 
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